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SUBJECT: Corments on Book V of the Final Report of the U.S. Senate 
Select Cormittee to Study Governmental Operations with i 
Respect to Intelligence Activities ' 


1. Book V of the SSC Final Report, titled The Investigation 

of the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy: Performance of the 
Intelligence Agencies, presents a number of issues that address thenselves 
to the conscience of the Agency. The criticisms of CIA are based on a 
series of presentations of how various investigative leads were handled, 
and on the non-reporting of various Agency operational activities that 
the SSC Final Report judges to have been relevant to the Warren 
Commission inquiry. 

2. A stated thesis of the SSC Final Report is that the operations 
of the intelligence agencies against Cuba exercised a negative influence 
on the quality of their support for the ‘arren Commission investigation. 
The following statements appear in the Report: ? 

"It (the SSC Report) places particular ; 
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emphasis on the effect their Cuban opera- 


tions seemed to have on the investigation." 


stew oe 


Page 2. 
"They (senior CIA officials) should have i 
realized that CIA operations against Cuba, i 


particularly operations involving the 


eagerness aes 


assassination of Castro, needed to be con- | 
sidered in the investigation. Yet, they 
directed their subordinates to conduct 

an investigation without telling them of 


these vital facts." Page 7. 
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The significance of these statements, to the authors of the SSC ! 
Report, is highlighted as follows: 
“Certainly, concern with public reputation, naa 
problems of coordination between agencies, 
‘possible bureaucratic failure and embarrassment, i 
and the extreme compartmentation of knowledge ‘ 
of sensitive operations may have contributed to ae 
these shortcomings. But the possibility 
exists that senior officials in both agencies 


made conscious decisions not to disclose 


potentially important information.” Page 7. 


A central feature of the rationale is the concept that if Castro 


' 

4 

: had learned of these activities it would have provoked him into | 
zl retaliation against President Kennedy. The SSC Final Report makes | 
4 it clear that it feels this theory should have been perceived and | 
| accepted at the time by the intelligence agencies (not to mention i 
4 the Warren Commission) leading to a review of the various anti-Castro | 
| programs to see what it might reveal. | 
al The provocation theory, in the specific form postulated by the 


SSC Final Report and the press, is of more recent vintage than the 
perceptions that prevailed in 1964 when the Warren Commission was con- 


ducting its investigation. There was a general concern in 1964 that | 
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the USSR or Cuba might be behind the assassination of President 
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Kennedy. This was based on a more broadly recognized understanding 
of the tensions that existed between the Kennedy administration and the 
Soviet and Cuban regimes. The Bay of Pigs in 1961 and the Cuban 
Missile Crisis in 1962 must have appeared remarkably provocative to 
Fidel Castro, along with the array of American anti-Cuban programs. 
The humiliation of the USSR in having to retreat in the Cuban Missile 
Crisis cannot be dismissed completely as to how it might have been 
perceived by a foreign power as a provocation. To note these events 
serves only to remind the reader of the tensions well recognized at 
the time. The SSC Final Report has elected to emphasize instead CIA 
operational activity against Cuba as requiring specific attention. 
This emphasis on CIA's Cuban operations as a possible source of 
provocation of Castro represents. the result of an evolution in percep- 
tions. In response to it we undertook an extensive review of the 
varfous operational activities against Cuba and Castro. 
Organization for the Review 

As there are no persons now in CIA who were directly involved 
at a senior level in the investigation of 1964, it was felt necessary 
to organize a fresh approach to the matter. The persons who, in 1963 
and 1964, knew the details of the various operational activities are 
no longer available, for the most part, to provide the current and 
detailed factual familiarity that existed at the time of the investi- 


gations. Primary reliance had to be placed instead on the records for 
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the period preceding President Kennedy's death and the period following 
it. 

It was determined that a special research effort would be mounted 
to review those Agency files that might relate to this problem. The : 
organization for this research is sunmarized at Tab A of this paper. 
It required not only the meticulous review of all Cuban operations, 
& {it necessitated careful analysis of the content and nature of the oper- 
: ations with special attention to their security. Files relating to the 

Warren Commission inquiry were reviewed as well as those relating to 


plotting against Castro. 
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The results of the efforts of those assigned to the task are 
contained in this covering report and in the separate annexes to it, 
Tabs B through 6G. 


CIA has now conducted such a review -- looking at “the other end" 
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of a possible chain of evidence, where things theoretically could have 
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started. This has produced no new evidence bearing on the assassination, 
although it has produced the basis for new lines of speculation. In 


fact, the review sometimes seemed to become a futile exercise in trying 
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to fit facts to the provocation theory rather than being able to 


identify evidence actually bearing on the assassination of President 


Kennedy. The emphasis sometimes became one of asking if this activity 
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(whichever was under review) could have provoked Castro to order the 
assassination of President Kennedy, had he (Castro) learned of it. 
The SSC, in its Final Report, fell into this very trap, trying to make 
the AMLASH operation actually fit the theory for which the SSC’s 
presentation seemed to be tailored. (See Tab D.) 

We have looked at other operational activities with the SSC‘s 


theory in mind, but have been unable to provide tangible substance 


in support of the theory. In the final analysis the reviewer is 


compelled to fall back on the evidence. A wide variety of theories 
can be--as they have been--advanced in strident and challenging tones. 
Not all of them are susceptible to conclusive answers; the primary 
possibility of finding such answers was lost with the death of Lee 
Harvey Oswald. The fact is that the Warren Commission considered the 
possibility of Cuban or Soviet involvement, but could not find evi- 
dence of it. Were it known at the time of the Warren Comnission, it 
would have been reported and dealt with then; that it was not is a 
simple reflection of the fact that it did not exist at that time in 
the minds of Americans knowledgeable on the subject. To hold dif- 
ferently would be to accept uncritically a social paranoia often 
prevalent today, which would hold that a significant number of 
government employees could engage in such a well-disciplined con- 


spiracy to suppress evidence. 
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Operations Against Castro 


The AMTRUNK Operation, starting in 1963, sought to develop a . ‘ 
: capability to join dissident elements among the Cuban leadership into i 
a group that could oust the Castro regime. It was conceived by Cuban 


exiles and sold to the Kennedy Administration, which assigned it to aa 
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CIA. The program was very slow in developing substance and momentum, 

H with little concrete progress during President Kennedy's life. Ata 

later date, in 1965, it was believed to be cocpromised and CIA withdrew ‘ 

: from its association; the key members were arrested later and tried in 
Cuba. There are basic questions about the security of the activity 

from its inception, due to the involvement of personalities who are 
suspected of having pro-Cuban sympathies, including possibly having ;' 
been foreign agents. While the suspicions cannot be verified, the | 
reservations are sufficiently basic to consider the possibility that 
Castro knew of the operation from its earliest days. Its long range 
objectives--the overthrow of Castro and his regime--would have been an 
irritant to Castro; its inability to develop any substance and momentum 
until long after President Kennedy's death suggests that it is unlikely 
that it, of itself, would have moved him at that time to resort to 


| 
} 
| 
assassination in retaliation. This is discussed at Tab C. 


Operation AMLASH centered on a high-level Cuban official, AMLASH/1, ; 
who had expressed his opposition to Castro and to the Castro regime. ' 
The SSC Final Report undertakes to demonstrate that the operation planned 
Castro's assassination during the period preceding the murder of 
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President Kennedy; to the contrary, 4 full review of the operation \ 
shows that prior to the President's assassination not only had CIA 

, not agreed to give any support to AMLASH/1, but had rejected his | 
proposals to assassinate Castro. When evidence supporting this view oi 


was offered the drafters of Book V of the SSC Final Report, it was 


Ee a eee 


dismissed out of hand as false, despite confirming evidence. The SSC i 
Report, instead, having asserted that assassination was the character 
of the operation at that time, then undertook to show that AMLASH/1 

was at least indiscreet in his conduct, risking exposure of the plot. 
Alternatively, it suggested that he may have been acting for Castro 

as a provocateur, to lead the United States into a plot against 
Castro's life which in, turn was then to provide Castro with the 
justification to order President Kennedy's assassination. In either : ' | 


; 
event, had Castro learned about the relationship between AMLASH/1 and cf ' 
; CIA he would have known only that there was an inconclusive association , 


e 
that certainly had not progressed to the point that it constituted the ‘ 


basis for the postulated provocation. This is discussed in some detail 
at Tab D of this paper. 

The SSC Final Report discounts (at page 68) the possibility that 
actual plotting by CIA with the criminal syndicate served as a source 


for provocation for Castro to have President Kennedy murdered. There 


me wemmne ene et 


are new considerations that developed in the course of the present 


review that throw more light on the role of the criminal syndicate, . 
but they do not provide a basis.for taking issue with the judgment of 
the SSC Final Report, which dismissed the activity as having provided 


Castro with the postulated provocation. This is discussed at Tab C. i 
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Itums Selected by the SSC for Critical Cument 


The SSC Final Report picked out a number of selected subjects for 
treatment in support of its criticism of the thoroughness of the in- 
vestigation by the intelligence agencies. One of these had to do with 
the allegations in Mexico City by a man designated as "D". These al- 


legations were demonstrated conclusively by the Warren Comission to. 


SMe 


have been false; why they are discussed at all in the SSC Final Report 
is a question in itself. In another instance, reference is made to a 


reported five-hour delay of a Cubana flight from Mexico City, awaiting 


arrival of a private aircraft with a mysterious 7----~ Pair fee 
See file on filberto 


was the Cubana flisht on the ground for four h 
F . Policarpo LOPEZ ; | 
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CS alleged arrival of the private aircraft. After CIA reported ona 
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Cuban-American who departed on another Cubana flight, the FBI investi- 
gated the man extensively, as is revealed by the information available 


for use in the SSC Final Report; a single report that caused him to be 


dramatized is so full of errors as to be highly suspect, essentially ' 
being placed in doubt by cther evidence in the record. In another 

instance considerable emphasis was given by the SSC Final Report to a 
cable*from the Mexico City Station, replying to a 23 November 1953*in- 


quiry from CIA headquarters asking for reports on contacts with certain 
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named Soviets. The true name of AMLASH/1 was given in the Mexico City 
reply, but not as having had contact with the Soviets -- which was the 
Purpose of the inquiry -- but as the subject of a meeting in December 
“DIR 8488S, 23.11.63 
MEXI 7045 (IN 67281) 
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1960 between a functionary of the Cuban embassy with a Soviet, concern- 
ing a press conference to be held in Mexico City by AMLASH/1 in February 
and March 1961. AMLASH/T's name could have been omitted from the cable 
altogether, so far as its having any relevance to the inquiry about 
persons having contact with Soviets is concerned. In any event, the 
meeting in December 1960 was prior to President Kennedy's inauguration, 
which removes it yet further from any possible relevance to the subject 
matter. It really is not difficult to understand why the reference to 
AMLASH/1's name did not lead te detailed research about him. This is 
discussed further at Tab D. 

Conclusions 

Basically, the research effort for the present paper produced two 
general conclusions. First, the SSC Final Report contains numerous 
factual errors, both in the extensive treatment of a selected opera- 
tion (AMLASH) and in a number of separate incidents that it presents. 
Second, while one can make the point in principle that the Warren 
Commission could well have broadened its review to include the anti- 
Cuban programs of the U.S. Government, in trying to make the case for 
that concept Book VY of the SSC Final Report went to such lengths in its 
treatment as to detract from the point at hand. It is difficult to 
characterize it more generously. 

In a very real sense, the SSC Final Report has compounded the 
problem of public perception. On a flawed presentation it has accused 
the intelligence agencies of derelictions and worse. While it has 
reinforced the public sense of unfinished business yet to be done, it 


has so badly beclouded the issue as to have done a disservice to 
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future attempts at objective and dispassionate inquiry. 

While one can understand today why the Warren Commission limited 
its inquiry to normal avenues of investigation, it would have served 
to reinforce the credibility of its effort had it taken a broader 
view of the matter. CIA, too, could have considered in specific 
terms what most saw then in general terms--the possibility of Soviet 
or Cuban involvement in the assassination because of tensions of 
the time. It is not enough to be able to ooint out erroneous 
criticisms made today. The Agency should have taken broader ’ 
{initiatives then, as well. That CIA employees at the time felt--as 
they obviously did--that the activities about which they knew had ‘ 
fo relevance to the Warren Commission inquiry does not take the place 


of.a record of conscious review. The present research effort has 
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undertaken to conduct such a review; it is noted that the findings . ; " 
are essentially negative. However, it must be recognized that CIA 


o 
cannot be as confident of a cold trail in 1977 as it could have 


been in 1964; this apparent fact will be noted by the critics of 
the Agency, and by those who have found a career in the questions 
already asked and yet to be asked about the assassination of 
President Kennedy. 
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Organization for and Conduct of the Review 


1. Hany years have passed since the inquiry by the Warren Com- 
mission. The persons who were most familiar with the activities 
of the Agency during the period preceding the death of President 
Kennedy, and during the investigation of the Warren Commission, are 
no longer in place in the same work. Some of the employees have 
retired or have been transferred to other work. Some have died. 

2. To respond to the questions raised in Book V of the SSC 
Final Report, it was necessary to review old files and to assign to 
this undertaking personnel not really familiar with the activities 
of the Agency during a period of a dozen or more years before. A 
study group was established to consider the size of the problem and 
to develop a plan for conducting the review. Chaired by a repre- 
sentative from the Office of the Inspector General, the group also ‘ 
consisted of members from CI Staff, LA Division, and the Office of 
Security. Terms of Reference for the review were agreed upon in 
“early August 1976. Points emphasized for the review, because of the 
thrust of Book V of the SSC Final Report, were (1) to conduct a full 
review of information and operations on the Cuban target to identify 
“any activity that might relate to the assassination of President Kennedy, 
and (2) to review the possibility that CIA activities against Cuba 


did, by their nature, cause Castro to order the assassination of 
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President Kennedy. A copy of the Terms of Reference is attached. 

3. The two main holdings of files for the period in question 
were in LA Division and CI Staff, of the Directorate of Operations, 
with Tess voluminous files being held in the Office of Security and 
the Office of the Inspector General. The organization for the review 
of those files is described below. 

4. LA Division: LA Division was the repository of the files 
for Agency operations conducted against Cuba. These files were known 
to be extensive. Under the Terms of Reference those files for the 
period ] January 1961 to 1 January 1965 were selected for review, 
covering a three-year period prior to the death of President Kennedy 
and the following year. A research group was formed composed of . 
five full-time researchers, a group leader and a task force supervisor. 
An additional four researchers participated in different phases of 
the research, which continued to mid-May 1977. : 

5. Reference to material for this research was obtained from 
the LA Division registry, the Cuba Desk machine runs, and a special 


comprehensive file listing prepared for this purpose by Information 


‘Services Staff (ISS). On the basis of this it was originally believed 


that material pertinent to the search would number approximately 900 
operational folders, plus numerous related 201-files. It was later 
determined, however, that a thorough review should include additional | 
operational and subject files which brought the total to well over 


two thousand files. In view of the date of the material, much of it, 
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both operational and subject, had been retired to Archives at 
Warrenton, Virginia. The remainder is held at Headquarters in the 
files or archival material of Information Processing Group. This 
material is easily retrievable through the use of specific job 
numbers and file reference numbers recorded and retained in the 
LA Division research group files (too numerous to cite herein). 

6. Following is a breakdown of the types and numbers of files 
reviewed, criteria employed in the research, the findings, and 
organization of the material: 


a. Types and Number of Files Reviewed 


(1) Operational 
(601 with findings and 1,128 
with no findings 


(2) Subject Files _ §A7 
(186 with findings and 361 
with no findings) 


(3) Cuba Policy Files 101 


1,729 


(4) Chief, WH Division Chrono Files 
(Task Force W Chronos) 37 


(5) Official 201 Dossiers __100-plus 
Total 2,514 
b. Criteria Used in the Research 
As a guide the research group followed the Terms of 
Reference referred to above. In addition to the Terms of 


Reference, the group remained alert to other items of interest 
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brought to its attention by the IG Staff, on an ad hoc basis, 
and to additional questions raised in the course of the 
study. A name trace was always run, and/or the 201-file was 
reviewed, if available, on any individual allegedly involved 
in an assassination plot against President Kennedy or Fidel 
Castro. This task was made somewhat easier as the result of 
a memorandum prepared by the Cuba Desk, in August 1975, 
based on traces of the names in the so-called Black Book 
that Fidel Castro passed to Senator McGovern, which deait 
with individuals the Cubans alleged were involved in assassi- 
nation attempts against Castro. 
c. Findings and Organization of the Findings 

Each researcher submitted a draft paper noting the 
subject of the folder(s) reviewed, a brief description of the 
activity, and a copy of those document(s) or findings which 
contained information believed to be pertinent to the review. 
Also included were job numbers, official file numbers, 


inclusive dates of material researched, and the number of 


_ volumes reviewed. Beginning in January 1977, at the request 


of the IG Staff, the researchers also began noting FBI and/or 
other government agencies knowledge of information, to the 
extent recorded in Agency files. Separate finished memoranda 
were prepared, on the basis of these data, including the 
heading Findings. This heading lists the specific document 
number(s) and oth2r pertinent data, and a few lines providing 
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the gist of the document(s) for purpose of easy and quick 

reference. These memoranda, with a copy of the document(s) 

attached, are filed in alphabetical order, by project and 
subject, in hard-back green folders as part of the official 

LA Division research group files under the official classi- 

fication number 019-604-001] (Volumes XI through XX). Also 

included in the records are two folders (Volumes IX and X) 

containing 1,439 draft memoranda with negative findings. 

These records are restricted in LA Division. 

7. The LA Division research effort proved to be far more 
complex than originally estimated. - Research continued to.lead to new 
files, and the requirements.for meticulous analysis and correlation 
of material further extended’ the time required to complete the under- 
taking. By completing this exhaustive review of files the Agency 
can speak with considerable confidence as to what the records of 
Cuban operations show, so far as they relate to the question of the 
death of President Kennedy. 

8. CI Staff: CI Staff assigned one senior officer to review 
its files on Lee Harvey Oswald, working under the general Terms of 
Reference referred to above, and also to generate papers on points 
not covered by the guidelines but pertinent to the general subject. 

9. Since December 1963, the CI Staff has served as the point 


of record for all questions relating to Lee Harvey Oswald and the 
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Agency's role in the investigation conducted by the Warren Com- 
mission. The so-called "Oswald File” now fills 57 volumes comprising 
some 142 file folders and portfolios. In addition, the Staff has 
accumulated some 50 supplemental files including the master copy 
: of those documents released under provisions of the FOIA to the public 
jn March 1976 (first serfes) and those documents (second series) : 
released in September 1976 and March 1977." 
10. By necessity the documents in the file are held in chrono- 
logical order; however, the file has become much more than just a 
chronological file on Lee Harvey Oswald. It has now become the 
Agency's central repository for information and documentation that 
it holds on: 
a. The life of Harvey Oswald; 
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b. The Agency's role in the investigation conducted 
by the Warren Commission, 1963--1964; 
c. The testimony by various Agency officers before 


the several commissions and committees set up to review 


be pointed out that this portion of this file is not 
complete); and 

d. The point of record for Agency action taken in 
response to requests submitted to the Agency under pro- : i 


vistons of the Freedom of Information Act. ; 
1 
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11. In order to come to grips with the voluminous material in 
the Oswald files, it soon became obvious that, in order to be in 
a position to respond effectively and expeditiously to the Terms of 
fe Reference and to allegations and accusations in Book V of the SSC 
. Final Report, it would be necessary to copy much of the file and to 
place these copies in folders set up according to general and specific 
subjects. In order to check charges that this Agency had withheld 
information from the FBI and the Warren Commission, and that there 
was "no evidence that the FBI asked the Agency to conduct an investi- 


gation or gather information,” the following files were set up: 
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a. Correspondence from the Warren Commission; 


b. Correspondence from the Agency to the Warren 
Commission; 

c. Agency disseminations to the Intelligence Community, 
particularly the FBI; | 

d. Correspondence from the FBI to the Agency requesting 
assistance and information; 

e. Chronological summary of information on and actions 


taken relating to Silvia Tirado de DURAN; and 


ee 


f. Chronological sumsary of information on and actions ; 


taken relating to Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. Os j 
These files provided a basis for checking statements included in the | 
ee SSC Final Report and to determine what the Agency actually did do. : 4 | 


- in relation to the Warren Commission inquiry. 


CONFIDENTIAL 


ge eer het epg tees 
TPA et 


SPAIN ETS LEN SR RAB he ae IIe ett Seer: 


14-00000 


e CONFIDENTIAL 


-- 8 -- 7 i 


12. The approach to the problem at hand was to assemble by i 
chronological and statistical compilations the Agency's record on 
= the matter, (a) its initiation of collection requirements for infor- 
mation, and the papers it originated on various aspects of the | 
3 investigation for passage to the Intelligence Community, particularly , | 

the FBI and the Warren Commission, and (b), its response to require- 


2 ments and requests Jevied upon it by the Intelligence Community and 


ora 


the Warren Commission. Certain parts of the record were summarized 
to record what actually happened in those instances in which it 


differs from representations in the SSC Report. 
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13. Office of Security: The Office of Security assigned one 
officer to identify material in its records believed to have some 
possible relation to the Kennedy assassination. During the course of 
this review, approximately fifty subject files were identified as 
containing material of some relevance. This matenial amounted to 


the equivalent of approximately two safe drawers. The files reviewed 
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included volumes on Lee Harvey Oswald, AMLASH, various individuals 


connected with the Criminal Underworld Plot, and a collection of 
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files containing the results of name traces conducted at the time 
of the "Garrison Investigation." 
14. Office of the Inspector General: The Office of the Inspector 
General held the report that it produced in 1967 on plotting against 
Castro, as well as related materials accumulated subsequently. It | 


iw also received files developed in 1973 in response to a 9 May 1973 
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request by the DCI to Agency employees concerning questionable 
activities. Two members of the Inspection Staff were assigned to 
the project, responsible for overall coordination of the research 
effort. Additionally, because of the emphasis given to events in 
Mexico by Book V of the SSC Final Report, the Office of the Inspector 
General emplcyed on contract a retired employee who had served as 
a special case officer in Mexico City during the period preceding 
President Kennedy's death and during the investigation afterwards. 
The retired employee recalled for this task conducted an extensive 
review of all Mexico City files and materials held in Headquarters 
or retired to Archives. The result of her research is found in 
Tabs B and F. 

15. The file holdings i the Office of the Inpsector General 
are Jess than one safe drawer. However, the AMLASH file, held by 
LA Division/Directorate of Operations, was reviewed by a member of 
the Office of the Inspector General, as were parts of the AMTRUNK 
file, also held by LA Division. These two activities are discussed 
in Annexes D and C, respectively. 

16. There were a limited number of interviews to clarify 
specific points. 
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Detailed records of the research undertaken are held in the 
respective components participating in this effort. Selected back- 
up material for the final report is also held in the Office of the 


Inspector General. 
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request by the DCI to Agency employees concerning questionable 
i activities. Two members of the Inspection Staff were assigned to 
the project, responsible for overall coordination of the research 
effort. Additionally, because of the emphasis given to events in 
Mexico by Book V of the SSC Final Report, the Office of the Inspector 


General emplcyed on contract a retired employee who had served as - 
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a special case officer in Mexico City during the period preceding 
President Kennedy's death and during the investigation afterwards. 
The retired employee recalled for this task conducted an extensive 
review of all Mexico City files and materials held in Headquarters 
or retired to Archives. The result of her research is found in 
Tabs B and F. \ 
18. The file holdings wu: the Office of the Inpsector General | 


~ 


are less than one safe drawer. However, the AMLASH file, held by 


| 
LA Division/Directorate of Operations, was reviewed by a member of | 
the Office of the Inspector General, as were parts of the AMTRUNK | 
file, also held by LA Division. These two activities are discussed 
fn Annexes D and C, respectively. 
16. There were a limited number of interviews to clarify 


specific points. 
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Detailed records of the research undertaken are held in the 


respective components participating in this effort. Selected back- 
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re) up material for the final report is also held in the Office of the 


Inspector General. 
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TERMS OF REFERENCE 
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BOOK V, SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 


FINAL REPORT 
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1. The Schweiker Subcommittee has two basic theses-- : ‘ 
. (1) the general idea that the intelligenée community--primarily 
i CIA and FBI--did not undertake a full review of the possibility 
of Cuban involvement in the assassination of President Kennedy, 
and (2) the idea that CIA activities against Cuba were provocative ; 
and may have led to the assassination of President Kerredy. The 
former by itself is not too difficult a problem to address. Either 
there was or there was not an extensive intelligence collection 
program to ascertain all possible information on the subject. 
Either there was or there was not an exhaustive review of all 
information in the Agency that might in some way relate to this 
question. Either the Agency did or did not report what it had 
to the Warren Commission for further inquiry and review. 


2. The second portion of the Subcommittee's presentation 
is somewhat more diffuse and complex. By way of general back- 
ground it summarizes Agency and U.S. operations against Castro's 
Guba. There is an inference--almost subliminal--that these 
general activities were provocative. More specific, however, 
js the detailed treatment of the AMLASH operation as an activity 
that the report suggests could have provoked Castro into retaliatory 
action against President Kennedy. The failure of CLA te report 
_ this to the Warren Commission, in the context of the provocation 
theory, is advanced as a failure to report relevant information. 
. Detailed treatment of the operation is given in the report in : i 
support of the thesis. \ 


PISCE ENG: 0 PO, BA ERY CPT CREB ITO SF IN OU 


9 


eae ie tere rene cote & 
ae wet ope 4 EF 
20 T Sie I ee. 


~———- 


3.: 
Renee fr Meg d gd. pie eee _ Meee ——_—omee le 


ROONR Cs pm 3g cig ORE eke, Tes 
PE SE RES So 


h4-00000 


ae ay: ( SEgaz! ( 
~ 3. The issue of operational activity that could have provoked 
P P 


a retaliatory strike by Castro against President Kennedy cannot 3 
2 be restricted to the AMLASH operation. In itself it may be one of 
the poorer examples of something that might have proven so pro- 
vocative as to stimulate a retaliatory strike by Castro against 
: President Kennedy. There were other operations with the un- 
i qualified objective of killing Castro. These contrast with the 
AMLASH affair in which the agreed purpose was not so clear and 
in which the sequence of events throws considerable doubt on the 
Subcommittee's treatment of the activity in this respect. 


et 


a. The following questions are intended to serve as j 
a guide in a records review of the extent of the Agency's 
investigation prior to the end of the Warren Commission. 


ers 2 cere 


: (1) What collection requirements were issued to 
o- the field with regard to Kennedy's assassination? 


(2) What follow-up of these requirements was 
there during 1964? 


(3) What form did the follow-up take? 


(4) Identify and describe the records with regard 
to this activity. 
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(5) What reporting was there from the field in ; 
response to Headquarters' requirements? : | 
: 

(6) What dissemination and review was this i 
reporting given? : i 


(7) Was dissemination made on this reporting to 
the CI Staff? 


(8) Was this reporting given to the Warren Commission? 


(9) What review of Headquarters’ material was : 
ordered through 1964? ; 
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(10) What werethe parameters of these instructions? 
(lt) What responses were there and where are they? 


(12) What evidence is there that the "provocation" 
theory was considered during the Warren Commission 
enquiries, either in CIA or the Warren Commission? 

(13) What action was taken with reference to this 
concept as a basis for reviewing relating Agency programs? 


(14) What records are there on this and where are they? 


(15) Were there any efforts made to develop an 
Oswald/Cuban connection? 


(16) What form did they take? 


(17) What exchanges were there with the FBI on this 
subject? 


(18) What action developed from these exchanges? 


(19) What records are there on these exchanges and 
where are they? 


(20) To what extent were elements of the Agency 
other than the CI Staff and LA Division involved in in- 
vestigating the assassination during the Warren Commission 
tenure? 


(21) What is the total CLA information on the two 
flights from Mexico City to Havana? 


(22) What was done at the time to develop further 
information on this matter? 

(23) Can further information be acquired on this 
matter now? 
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(24) What is the total CIA information on ''D''? 


(25) Is further information on "D" needed in view 
of the SSC Subcommittee reference to it? 


(26) What information does CIA have on Oswald 
FPCC relations? 


WE tee 


(27) What does CIA know about the New Orleans 
training activity and was anything provided on this to 
the Warren Commission? I 
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(28) What is the total CLA information on "'A'!? 
t (29) Who is the man photographed in Mexico City? 


(30) What is the CIA information on the 4 December 
1963 report of an agent meeting Oswald in Cuba? 


(31) What is the total CIA information on Cuban 
assassination policies and programs up to November 22, : 
1963? 


(32) What is the total CIA information on Castro's a 
7 September 1963 statements re retribution? j 


(33) Does the testimony before the SSC of CIA 
employees contain anything on the above questions? 
If so, what? 
i 
j 


b. On the subject of possible provocation for the 
assassination plots against Castro, cach of the known “activities 
should be reviewed to the extent possible in order to determine 
any additional relevant information on this plot. 


(1) What is the total information on the plots involving 
the criminal syndicates? 


(2) Who was witting of the planning for the syndicate : 
operation? ; 
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(3) Are there current considerations on the syndicate 
operation not faced previously (e.¢g., a former Office 
of Security officer may have knowledge that was rot 
surfaced in the interviews with him with the SSC or 
Agency personnel, Additionally, a former LA Division 
career agent may have some insights that could throw 
light on one of the operatioas). 


(4) There are a couple of cases based on agent 
traffic (reported to the SSC during the study of alleged 
assassination plots) indicating plans during the Bay of 
Pigs period to shoot Castro. What is the total CIA 
information on these? ° 

(5) What is the significance on the subj ect of 
provocation in the book given Senator McGovern by 
Castro? 


(6) While the AMLASH operation is subject to fairly 
detailed reconstruction from a very complete record, 
there are points that should be addressed particclarly, 
because of their treatment in the SSC Subcommittee report, 
For instance, is there significance in the fact that CIA 
contacted AMLASH/1 in September 1963 after such a 
long time? Or was it simply that this was the first time 
the opportunity had presented itself since earlier meetings? 


(7) Just what did the case officer tell AMLASH/1 


when making plans for the 22 November meeting? . 


(8) What was the security of the relationship with 
AMLASH/1 during the period preceding the assassination 
of President Kennedy? : 


(9) In what time frame was Fitzgerald's Executive 
Officer speaking when he stated his judgment that the 
AMLASH/} operation was an assassination plot? 
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c. What other action might CIA have taken in connection 
with the investigation? An effort should be made to list 
these, including consultation with surviving officials to 
determine not only what they considered the requirement 
at the time, but what was omitted and why. 


4. In conclusion, these Terms of Reference"! undertake 
to address the entire question of possible provocation of U.S, 
policy and CIA programs in the period preceding the assassination 
of President Kennedy. An aspect of this ig the SSC Subcommittee's 
apparent view that CIA assassination plotting could have instigated 
a retaliatory strike by Castro against President Kennedy, which, 
therefore, should have been reported to the Warren Commission. 
Just as importantly, the final paper sAould reflect findings in the 
area of what the Agency did in response to Warren Commission 
requirements (both stated by the Warren Commission and those 
that could have been conceived by the Agency), and how it pursued 
these lines of action and reported them to the Commission. This 
will include consideration of specific new 


and unanswered questions 
raised in the Schweiker report 
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S. D. Breckinridge \ 
, O/Inspector General 


Robert Wall 
CI Staff 
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William Sturbitts 
LA Division 
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CIA's Performance on the Inquiries 


Book V of the SSC Final Report challenges the performance of the 
intelligence agencies during the Warren Commission inquiry, empha- 
sizing things that it feels should have been done but which it asserts 


were not. 
It is correct to say that CIA has not produced evidence or 


analysis that addresses every theory that has been advanced over the 
years. A record of the volume of CIA sspirting to the FBI and the 
Warren Commission is at Tab E. As a practical consideration, every 
theoretical question that can be conceived cannot be answered con- 
clusively; there simply may be no evidence at all, or if there is 
evidence somewhere it may not be accessible. The issue is what the 
intelligence agencies did -- in the present instance, what was the 
performance of CIA -- with Book V of the SSC Final Report portraying 
a patter of neglect or avoidance that is not supported by the record. 
The SSC Final Report offers a number of separate subjects in 


support of its case: 
a. It refers to an allegation by a person identified as 


“D" (pages 28-30, 41-42 and 102-103) that he overheard and 

saw Oswald being handed money in Mexico City for the purpose 
of assassinating President Kennedy; this was proven false, both 
by polygraph and by determining that Oswald was in New Orleans 
instead of Mexico City at the time the incident was supposed to 


have occurred. This subject is treated in a confusing and in- 


conclusive manner in the SSC Final Report. 
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b. A considerable portion of the Report is given to the 

AMLASH operation. The operation is described inaccurately. 
The Report assigns it characteristics that it did not have during 
the period preceding the assassination of President Kennedy, in 
order to support the SSC view that it should have been reported 
to the Warren Commission. This is treated in some detail at Tab D 
5 of this report. See separate folder: - 
c. Space is devoted to two aircraft flights from Mexico "Unidentified Air Pas 
: City to Havana, on 22 November and 27 November (see pages 60- ee: 

63). The first of these flights, as described in the SSC Report, “yp | 
i is based on an inaccurate report about a delay of the 22 November 
3 flight to meet a mysterious private aircraft; the correct story 


removes the basis for the inferences of the SSC version. The 


faye 


second of these flights had to do with a man whose Significance 


arises from a patently erroneous report; the FBI investigated him 


thoroughly, as is apparent from the condensed summary in the SSC 
Final Report. ? 
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These examples illustrate the problem of commenting on the SSC Final 


Report, the question becoming that of how to deal with Congressional | 


e 
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“ ' criticism presented on the basis of inaccurate factual perceptions. ; 
To treat the problem it was felt necessary to review the record in-depth 
and to report the findings, whatever they are. 

Recognizing the possibility of error or oversight in 1964--both 
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on the part of CIA and the Warren Commission--consideration was given | 


to courses of action CIA might have taken to throw some light on the 
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questions as understood at the time, as well as considering those 


questions that have developed since then. What would be the areas of 


inquiry? Oswald was an obvious subject of investigation. 


Oswald was known to have been out of the country twice subsequent 


to his return to private life from the Marine Corps in September 1959. 


These overseas adventures were appropriate for CIA attention. The 


first of these overseas trips was when he went to the Soviet Union in : 


October 1959 from which he returned in June 1962. 


The second of these 


trips was when he went to Mexico City in late September 1963, from | 
I 


which he returned in early October 1963. 


In addition to these two areas of obvious specific inquiry for CIA, 


| 
there is the problem of general foreign intelligence collection that : ' 


might in some way produce information on the subject. The SSC Final 
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| Report adds to these considerations operations being conducted by CIA 
H 

as part of a general U.S. program against the Castro regime. These 

| 


four general areas of inquiry are covered below. 


Travel to and from the USSR 1959-1962 


“4 I. 


On 26 November 1963 a cable’ was sent to Paris, Rome, Madrid, 


giving biographic information on Lee Harvey Oswald. It noted his 


employment and marriage while in the USSR. The cable requested: 


‘S| assassination...." 
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Copenhagen, Oslo, Helsinki, Brussels, The Hague, London, and Ottawa 


i 
} 
| 
| 
discharge from the Marine Corps in September 1959 and his travel to | 
the Soviet Union in October 1959, including sketchy details as to his | 


"any scrap information which bears on President's 


FPIR 85133, 26.11.63 
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BONN $579 (IN 73338), 4 December 1963 


HAGH B110 (IN 73378), 4 December 1963 
NUNT B316 (IN 75065), 6 Decenber 1963 
STUT B545 (IN 76758), 9 Recenber 1963 
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EGNT 9.400, 9 December 1963 


HELS 2299 (IN 68739), 27 November 1963 
ROME 1235 (IN 68802), 27 November 1963 
OTTA 1275 (IN 69005), 27 November 1963 
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COPE 3469 (IN 69011), 27 November 1963 
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LOND 6097 (IN 69100), 27 November 1963 
OTTA 1277 (IN 69233), 27 November 1963 
OSLO 4490 (IN 69290), 27 Novenber 1963 
MADR 9789 (IN 69328), 28 November 1963 
BRUS 8739 (IN 69852), 29 November 1963 
ROME 1258 (IN 70111), 29 November 1963 
PARI 1770 (IN 74234), 5 December 1963 
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PARE 1833 (IN 77148), 10 December 1963 
PARI 1845 (IN 77397), 10 December 1963 
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On 27 November the various addressee stations replied: with 
Helsinki and Lendon providing additional details on the travel of 
Oswald to the USSR. Additionally, London reported that a British 
Journalist claimed that during his own imprisonment in Cuba in 1959 
there was a U.S. gangster there by the name of Santos, who was living 
in luxury in jail because he could not return to the U.S.; the source 
stated that Santos was "visited frequently by another American 
gangster named ‘Ruby'." (See pages 24-25, Tab C.) 

Also on 27 November Cttawa reported the "delight" of the Cuban 
Embassy staff over the assassination of President Kennedy although 
the staff was instructed to “cease looking happy in public," in 
conformance with instructions from Cuba to “govern their actions by 
official attitude of Govt to which they accredited." Oslo, on the 
same date, reported that the Soviets were shocked, blaming the 
assassination on extreme right-wing elements. ‘ Otherwise, the initial 


responses produced no other information. 


On 29 November The Haque and Frankfurt were queried about Oswald's 


travel back from the USSR. This query was followed on 2 December by 
a similar cable to Berlin, Frankfurt, Bonn and The Haque?” various 
reporting produced details about the travel of Oswald and his wife 
from the USSR through Germany and the Netherlands enroute to the 
United States in June 1962. 

The other stations involved in these inquiries had no traces or 


information on Oswald; liaison services were also queried without 
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-28 November 1963: 


detailed results although there were some technical operations that 
produced peripheral information about the reactions of various groups 
under intelligence surveillance. Considerable exchanges were held 
with the Warren Commission on Oswald's Soviet record and its possible 
significance. No evidence was found tying the Soviet Union to Oswald's 
assassination of President Kennedy. ‘Book V of the SSC Final Report, 
in not criticising the Agency's performance in this aspect of the 
investigation, seems to have accepted it as adequate, and it will 
not be detailed here. 
II. Oswald Mexico Visit -- September-October 1963 
The visit by Oswald to Mexico City, in his attempt to get 


visas for travel to the Soviet Union and Cuba, has received extensive 


attention. The details concerning the coverage of Oswald's visit to 


Mexico is treated in another annex to this paper (Tab F). The concern 
felt by all initially for the possible significance of Oswald's visit, 
and his contacts with the Cuban and Soviet embassies, was obvious at 


the time. The following statement is in a cable to Mexico City’on 


“We have by no means excluded the possibility 
that other as yet unknown persons may have | 
been involved or even that other powers may 
have played a role. Please continue all your 
coverage of Soviet and Cuban instal lations | 


and your liaison with Mexicans." 


as 
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The allegations made by "D," about having seen Oswald taking money 

from Cubans in the Cuban embassy in Mexico City, received intensive 
attention from CIA and the FSI, working together closely on the matter, 
and with the Mexican authorities. This was demonstrated conclusively 

to have been a false allegation. Oswald was in New Orleans at the 

time of the reported incident, and the person making the allegations 

was demonstrated by polygraph to have been lying. After the allegations 


by "D" had been demonstrated to be false, Headquarters made the following 


° . 
20 Arve te ca 
: 


statement to the Mexico City Station on +December 1963 eee i 


"Pls continue to follow ail leads and tins. *prp $6064, 30.11.63 | 
The question of whether Oswald acted solely = Per 


on his own has stil? not been finally resolved." 


a 
Again, on 13 December 1963 the ‘Mexico City Station was cabled as 


follows: DIP 88680, 12 Decenber ss : 


. a” 
‘ “Plse continue watch for Soviet or Cuban reaction 
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of their complicity, signs they putting out 
propaganda about case. FYI only, Soviet Intel 

in India had letters sent to (U.S. Government] 
leaders demanding full investigation of case." 


a» 
On 17 December 1963 Headquarters’ forwarded a dispatch to the Mexico 
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City Station stated as follows: 


RAT big Aptis rate 2 


"...Mextco City has been the only major ; 


“ ESPMW- 12193, 17.12.63 
overseas reporter in the case. ‘hhile this 


partly dictated by the facts of Lee Oswald's ERS ae “eaten 
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life, we have not overlooked the really out- x 
standing performance of Mexico City's major 
assets and the speed, precision, and perception 
with which the data was forwarded. Here it was 
relayed within minutes to the White House, 
[Department of State] and [the FBI]. 
"Your LIENYOY data, the statements of Silvia 
DURAN, and your analyses were major factors in 
the quick clarification of the case, blanking 
out the really ominous spectre of foreign backing.” 
Essentially, Oswald's visit to Mexico City was investigated as 
thoroughly as possible, producing no evidence there of Soviet or 
Cuban complicity in the assassination of President Kennedy. If anything, 
events during Oswald's visit there are more subject to being seen as 
counter to such a possibility, given his troubles with both Cubans ' 
and Soviets. We do not offer this thought as the final word, but more 
simply that if it bears on the subject at all it is inconsistent with 
speculation that he had some special relationship with either nation. 
It is noted that various allegations have been.made in the press 
in connection with the House Select Committee on Assassinations 


inquiry concerning CIA information regarding Oswald's Mexico visit; 


these are commented on at Tab G. 


III. General Collection Requirements 
On 22 November 1963°al1 CIA stations abroad received a cable 
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"Tragic death of President Kennedy requires al] 

of us to look sharp for any unusual intelligence 

developments. Although we have no reason to 

expect anything of a particular military nature, 

all hands should be on the quick alert at least 

for the next few days while the new President 

takes over the reins." 

It is appropriate at this point to observe the general reaction 
to be expected from such a communication. Without any leads, other 
than those arising from Oswald's identification, the requirements to 
field stations were necessarily general. General reporting can be 
stimulated by general requests, if there is something to report, and 
this 4s what was undertaken. In addition, in any event, intelligence 
assets and liaison services overseas are quick to realize the signifi- 
cance of impertant information and will report it on their own initiative. 
It is significant, in the light of these considerations, that there has 
been the most limited reporting on the subject. Were there relevant 
or significant information on the subject it would have been reported 
either in responses to the expression of general interest, or 
spontaneously, if such information was known to Agency sources. 
If one believes that there was a conspiracy, with Oswald involved, 

one must accept the likelihood that his fellow conspirators would not 
have shared their knowledge beyond the narrow circle of those directly 


involved. Conversely, if there were no conspiracy, there obviously 
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would be nothing to report in the first place. The absence of concrete 
reporting seems to serve, regardless of which is the case, as the basis 
for the apparent SSC view that no collection effort was undertaken. 

As has been noted above, there were initial CIA coliection re- 
quirements to the field. What they could be realistically expected to 
produce must be related to whether there was any information to collect 
at all, and if so whether it was accessible. The requirements were issued, 
but in retrospect it is doubtful that they could produce much of the who- 
what-where-when-how information that typifies intelligence collection 
reporting. A reflection of the basic nature of the problem is found in 
the andauaetses sutse to Mexico City on 17 December 1963” (note above) 
which contains the follswing comment about the limited reporting from 


other stations: , A ypepe-y2193, 17.12.43 


“. . . this partly dictated by the facts of tees 2 
ccieninemt sn ines oan 
Oswald's life... ." ae 
The SSC Final Report speaks in rather unqualified terms at page 10 
about the resources of the intelligence agencies, including a description 
of “an extensive intelligence network in Cuba," suggesting that it was 
only necessary to ask to get. It is correct to say that there were 
sources in Cuba able to report on events, such as troop mcvements, but 
‘haves no penetrations of Castro's inner circle, where any infor- 
mation on the subject in question would exist. The distinction apparently 
was missed -- or ignored -- by the authors of the SSC Final Report. As 
stated by the Miami Chief of Station, quoted at page 58 of the SSC Report: 
“iow if you are referring to our capability to conduct 
an investigation in Cuba, I would have to say it was 
limited." 


This does not mean that such assets as there were did not have reporting 
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requirements tevied on them, in fact, there vias considerable activity 
in this respect. In the course of the present review a number of case 
officers at the Station during that period have described the frenetic 
activity in this respect. The characterization by the Chief of Station 
as to passive collection by CIA inside the United States should not be 
extended to apply to what was done with reporting assets outside the 
United States, as the SSC Final Report attempts to do at the bottom of 
page 58. 

The SSC Final Report has undertaken to paint this in very different 
terms than the record supports. The extensive reporting to the FBI 
and the Harren Commission provides a truer reflection of the level of 
activity by CIA (see Tab E), even if its sources did not bear on every 
question that has been conceived since then. 

IV "Unpursued Leads" 

At pages 60-67, in Book V of the SSC Final Report, there is a section 
that addresses leads that were felt to not have been followed by the 


intelligence ayencies. This follows the section on CIA's Perfermance 


_ on.the Inquiries. This section first addresses two Cubana flights to 


Havana from Mexico City on 22 November (the date of President Kennedy's 
murder) and 27 November 1963, raising questions about passengers reported 
to be aboard those flights* | . 

By way of background it is noted that during that period Cubana 
flights traveled on a round trip basis between Havana and Hexico 


City every other day. More specifically, there were flights at this 


time on 22 November, 25 November and 27 November. The flights on 
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22 and 25 November to Havana were passenger flights, while the one 
on 27 November appears to have been essentially a cargo flight, with 
one passenger, the man referred to in the SSC discussion. All flights 
to Havana apparently carried some freioht. 

CIA conducted regular surveillance of Cubana flights, filing cable 
reports to Headcucefars. There was one unilateral CIA surveillance 
team (\ IFIRE) that observed arrivals and departures of Cubana flights, 
reporting any unusral incidents and providing copies of flight manifests. 


The Mexican authorities also had a surveillance team of its own at the 


airport, which provided photographs of passports and also provided copies” 


of passenger Vists|_ Additionally, a telephone tap operation (LIENVOY) 
against the Cuban embassy provided transcripts of conversations with 
the Cubana office and the Mexican Airport Control ieee 
The 22 November 1963 Flight 

At pages 30, 60, 61 and 103 of Book V of the SSC Final Report, 
reference is made to a reported five-hour delay of a Cubana flight from 
Mexico City to Havana the evening of President Kennedy's assassination, 
22 November 1963. The SSC Report describes the delay as being from 
6:00 P.M. EST to 11:00 P.M. EST. The especially intriguing aspect 
of the report was that the reported delay was to await arrival at 
10:30 P.M. EST of a private twin-engined aircraft, which deposited 
an unidentified passenger who boarded the Cubana aircraft without customs 
clearance and traveled to Havana in the pilot's cabin. The SSC Final 
Report emphasized CIA's apparent failure to follow up by inquiring 


further into the matter. 
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a 
. Book V of the SSC Final Report states that CIA could not explain, = 
_ at the time of the writing of the SSC Report, why there was no -ecord 
of a follow-up. In fact, the SSC was advised that the Mexican authori- 
ties were asked about the reported flight delay, although there was no 
recorded response. The current review revealed additional information 
from the surveillance noted above, which bears directly on the subject. 
; In reviewing that information below, it is noted that the conversion 
of Mexico City time to Eastern Standard Time (EST) in the SSC Final 
Report tends to distort the time Perspective somewhat. Mexico City 
| times are used in the following discussion. 
The LIENVOY transcripts record a series of discussions about the 
Status of the 22 November flight--when it was to arrive and when it 
departed. These records show that the flight arrived at the platform 
at the airport at 1620 hours: Mexico City time; presumably it landed 
a few minutes earlier. At one point prior to arrival of the aircraft 


one person speaking on the telephone stated that the aircraft was due 
e 


| 

| 

| 

i 

| at 1630 hours and "it will go" at 1730, suggesting a quick turnaround 
that would have reduced unloading and loading time, as well as 
servicing, to a relatively short period. However, the key report on 
the departure of the aircraft was a statement at 2040 hours that the 
aircraft had taken off five minutes earlier, i.e., 2035 hours. 


‘ 
The following facts stand out, in contrast to the presentation in 
the SSC Final Report: 


1. The Cubana flight was on the ground in Mexico City 


for a total of four hours and ebout ten minutes. It was not 
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delayed five hours, as alleged. 

2. The Cubana flight took off at 2035 hours Mexico City 
time, 55 minutes ahead of the alleged arrival at 2130 of a 
private flight with a secret passenger. This also contrasts 
further with the alleged departure time of the Cubana flight. 
which the report stated to be 2200. Actual departure preceded 


substantially the reported arrival of the aircraft for which it 


allegedly was delayed. * 
In view of the surveillance coverage of the Cubana flight, it is 


very doubtful that the alleged activity involving the private twin- 
engined aircraft and passenger would have gone unnoticed or unreported 
had it occurred. Personnel in Mexico City at the time were aware of 
these sources and probably knew the above facts, feeling no need to 
follow further. 

The report in question was in error, and misled the SSC in its 
sumary of the matter. dn. ’ 

The Passenger on the 27 November 1963 Flight 

At pages 61-63 and 104, the SSC Final Report describes in con- 
siderable detail information concerning a Cuban-American who came to 
the attention of the CIA and the FBI in the period following the 
assassination of President Kennedy. The introductory comments of the 
SSC Final Report state that: 

* . . . one source alleged that the Cuban-American 


was ‘involved' in the assassination." 
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The SSC Report states that the CIA reported the case to the FBI "almost 
immediately," but that the Bureau did not conduct a follow-up investi- 
gation “as part of (its) work for the Warren Commission." Further 
down the same page the SSC Report states that “(t)he FBI did investi- 
gate this individual after receiving the CIA report of his unusual 
travel." At page 63 the SSC Report observes that "...the suspicious 
travel of this individual coupled with the possibility that Oswald had 
contacted the Tampa chapter (of the Fair Play for Cuba Comnittee--FPCC) 
certainly should have prompted a far more thorough and timely investi- 
gation than the FBI conducted..." We do not know just what the Bureau 
did in this respect, nor have we tried to resolve the apparent incon- 
sistencies in the SSC Report noted above, but the SSC Final Report 
contains considerable detail about the man, presumably reflecting the 
results of FBI inquiries. 
While this section of the SSC Report is directed primarily at the 
FBI, we reviewed the reporting because of CIA's initial rote in reporting 
about the man. There is also one implicit criticism of CIA, which will 
be noted. 
Book V of the SSC Final Report has the following summary statement 
at page 104, in the chronology section: 
“December 5 - Mexico Station cables that someone who 
saw the Cuban-American board the aircraft to Havana 
on November 27 reported that he ‘looked suspicfous’..." 
At page 61 it states that there "is no indication that CIA followed- 


up on this report (that the man was "involved in the assassination"), 
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except to ask a Cuban defector about his knowledge of the Cuban- 


American's activities." 
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The presentation of this matter in the SSC Report contains some 
inaccuracies. First, the Mexico City Station did not cable Washington 
that the man “looked suspicious." There was a cable* dated 5 December 
1963, but it reported that the man had "crossed at Laredo, Texas on 
23 November,” that he registered at a certain hotel in Mexico City at 
a certain time on 25 November, that he chetked out of the hotel ata 
certain time and departed for Havana "as only passenger on Cubana 
flight on night 27 November," and that there was a good photograph of 
him taken at the airport. This was followed by a dispatch’ the same 
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date, repeating the basic information in the cable, enclosing the Photo- ; o 


graph, and containing the following cryptic Statement: © ExT-7253 (IN 74227) 
: : ae 
"Source states the timing and circumstances surrounding 5 Decenber 1963 | 


Subject's travel through Mexico and departure for Havana i 
+ IMPIA- 22579, 5 Decenber 


% ' 


This comment is cryptic, at least, and--given that dramatic moment in -~-———— 


are suspicious." 


history--doubtless reflects a preliminary comment of a person who 


was on the alert at that time for anything that might be construed as 


possibly unusual. The above quotation was the Station's actual report 


of the observation by the source, and is what was reported to the FBI; : ; E 
it differs from the quotation in the SSC Report. There was an internal 
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to have “iooked suspicious"; but this formulation never found its way 
into the more careful statements that usually characterize official 


reporting. The point is that the observation was cryptic and impres- 


Stonistic, rather than constituting a tangible basis for dramatic 
activity or final conclusions. 

There is one piece of reporting that could confuse those reviewing | 
the record, but which is essentially resolved when considered in the Tehsenth ie neeeee 
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context of known facts. On 19 March 1964* Monterrey Base cabled * seery-o929 CIN 43193) 


that a source of a local (Monterrey) "agent of the federal judicial 19 March 1964 
potice” had information on a man; the description seems to have the 


same Cuban-American in wind. The following should be noted about the pee | 
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report: it misspelled the man's name; it offered a bare statement 
that he "was involved in Kennedy assassination"; it states that he 


entered Mexico "on foot" from Laredo, Texas (according to the SSC Final 


that he stayed at the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City (while the dates and oy 
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| 
Report, the FBI concluded that he entered by automobile); it asserts AO a : 
times of his registration and check-out at a specific hotel -in-Mexico 
City, where he Stayed, were known); it gave an incorrect number for his | 
passport; and, it stated that his Mexican tourist card was issued 
in Nuevo Laredo (when it was known to have been issued in Tampa, | 
Florida). The report, on its face, was factually incorrect on a number 
of known points. The source patently was extensively misinformed, the 
hard facts of his report being in error. The Chief of Base at the time, 
when querted about the report in the course of the present review, could 


not recall it. 
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There is one additional aspect of the matter, in which the 
record is confused. If we are to comment negatively on the pre- 
sentation by the SSC in its emphasis on report, we must point out 
that the Mexico City Station's response to the Monterrey report . Pee ae 
contributes to such confusion as may exist on the matter. When ; % MEXT-8749 (IN easy 
Mexico City received the Monterrey cable the Deputy Chief of ! 20 March 1964 : 
Station replied that the information in the report "jibes fully 
with that provided Station by (Mexico City source) 4 December 63." : 
It did not jibe in mest respects, other than the date and place of 
entry into Mexico. The mistake of that cable cannot be explained 
today, but wrong it obviously was. It does, however, serve to 
highlight the basic unreliability of the report and indicate how 
it should be considered responsibly. 
Implicit criticism of CIA's not collecting more information 
on the man is not well founded. It had no real sources with access 
to information concerning him; when a defector from Cuba became 
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i - *, avaflable with such information he was queried and the results ‘ 
were provided the authorities. 
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The SSC Final Report sp2aks of ap2rations ancinst Cuba and the 
Castre regime, and contends that they should have teen reported in 
detatl to the Wsr-en Coomission as cart of the subject matter that 
= conscicusly tovk into consicevation. A case can te made for 
specific considerations ¢ ‘these vart ous activities by the Warren 
Comission, at east as pert of the uni quy backgrevnd of the times; 
it might have provided it additional invisticativs leads. However, 
to advance the ceneral thought is act te discard the usual trscs of 


evidence that must still contrei how the findings are treated. 


It should be noted thar at the time of the kerren Commission 
inquiry there was no secret about the tensions between the Kennedy 
m Administration anc the Castro regime. Euok \ of the SSC Final 


“Report refers briefly to some of the mory dramatic events, such as 
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the Bay of Pigs in April i961 and the Missile Crisis in October 1962 ~~ 
(see pages 2, 3, 10 and 11). In fact, the totality of Anerican | 
policy and practice must have appeared threatening to the Castro | f : 
regime, and most certainly must have been considered by it as pro- \ 
vocative. 

Additional U. S. policies and programs that could have been 
viewed negatively by Castro were the breaking of diplomatic relations, 
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economic and political sanctions, paramilitary operations (which re- 
ceived recurring publicity in tne press), aS well as a variety of 
covert operations that were not known publicly. On 18 November 1963 
President Kennedy -- four days before his death -- delivered a major 
policy address in Miami, accusing Castro of having betrayed the Cuban 
revolution; at the time the press, reportedly on the basis of what 
“White House sources” said about it, viewed it as a call for the Cuban 
people to overthrow the Castro regime. 
The United States provided a haven and base for Cuban exiles, who 
conducted their independent operations against the Castro government. 
Some of these exiles had the support of CIA, as well as from other 
elements of the U.S. Government, ard still others had support from 
private sources. With or without official U.S. support these exiles 
spoke in forceful Latin terms about what they hoped to do. The Cuban 
intelligence services had agents in the exile community in America | 


and it is likely that what they reported back to Havana assigned to 
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CIA responsibility for many of the activities under consideration, 
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whether CIA was involved or not. 


We do not know the extent to which the Warren Commission took 


what might be characterized as “judicial notice” of the tensions 


between the two governments and their leaders; it certainly was in 


the public domain. That consideration was given the possibility of 
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Cuban or Soviet involvement in the assassination is no secret, clearly 
reflecting a recognition of the question at the time. That a request 
was not made by the Warren Commission, nor volunteered by the intel- 

, ligence agencies, for extensive review of all Cuban operations is being 
faulted today. Yet, in the light of understandings at that time, it 
could well have appeared to members of the Warren Commission and its 
‘staff as not directly relevant, in fact, to the specific issue of the 
murder of the President. In the absence of evidence to the contrary 
a case could still be made for that view, although the evolution of 
public perceptions probably would not accept it without reservation. 
The SSC Final Report has fixed on the Cuban operations of the 
intelligence agencies--primarily those of CIA--for special attention 
in considering the question. Implicitly it accepts the theory that 


there could well have been conspiracy in the murder of President 
voked by depredations against Cuba or plotting against his own life. 


i 

4 

| 

Kennedy, and that Castro could have been behind it, having been pro- 

\ 

! 

i 

had “seen no evidence that Fidel Castro or others in the Cuban govern- 
i 
| 


| 

' 

However, in advancing its thesis, the SSC Report cautioned that it | 
| 


ment plotted President Kennedy's assassination in retaliation for U.S. 
operations against Cuba." 
In response to this perception, conveyed in Book V of the SSC 


Final Report, we have conducted a major review of Agency files (the 
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organization of that effort is discussed at Tab A of this report). This 
was for the express purpose of identifying any separate activities that 


could have provoked Castro to order the assassination of President ; 


Kennedy had he learned of then, and to evaluate their security. 

Today, in 1977, it is difficult to reconstruct exactly everything 
that did and did not occur in the course of the Warren Commission in- 
quirtes in 1964. Not all that happened is.a matter of record. For 
instance, in CIA at that time there were many individuals assigned to 


various aspects of Cuban operations. They were familiar in detail with 


ee Or 
. 


those activities, with what they were and with their strengths and 
weaknesses. They doubtless made numerous conscious but unrecorded 


judgments about what seemed relevant or irrelevant to the considera- 


tions of the Warren Commission. Had they been aware of any aspects of 
those activities that may have related to the assassination of the 
President it is safe to say it would have been surfaced in some way. 
While CIA produced considerable material for the investigation (see 
Tab E) that more was not renorted is a meaningful indication of what 
was known then by those actually involved, as distinguished from what 
might be hypothesized at a later date. To contend to the contrary -- ; 
which has been suggested by some -- would require a unanimous con- ; | 
spiracy of many American citizens, employees of CIA, many of whom 


knew aspects of even the most closely guarded activities. 
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Today, the knowledge of the persons involved directly in the 

various Cuban operations in the period preceding President Kennedy's , ' 

death cannot be recaptured in the form that it existed then. Those 

persons are scattered, their memories are blurred by time, and some 
i are dead. The SSC, for instance -- in its attempt to capture ele- 
ments of the past -- seems to have led some employees into expressing 
opinions on subject matter they did not know in 1964, apparently in 
response to representations by SSC staff members as to the facts; this 
illustrates at best the difficulties in resolving hypothetical issues, ! 


today, on a responsible basis. : 


The SSC Final Report devotes considerable time to the so-called i 
AMLASH operation, which centered on a high Cuban official who was 
dissatisfied with the Castro regime. The Agency had only a tentative 
relationship with this man during President Kennedy's life, although | 
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the SSC Final Report -- in trying to prove its thesis -- has attempted 


to present it differently. Because the case is discussed so exten- 


cee eet ote 


sively in the SSC Final Report, it is treated in a separate annex in 


Kennedy's death the relationship with AMLASH/1 was amorphous and 
without substance. Had Castro learned of it he could learn only that 


there was a contact that had not developed to the point of an under- 
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taking. This will not be treated further in this section of this 


4 . 
this paper, at Tab D. The key point is that prior to President : 
discussion. 
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In the face of the hypotheses advanced by the SSC Final Report, 
it has been felt necessary to review in depth all records of Cuban 
operations conducted by CIA during the period in question, 1961-1964. 
The organization of the review is described at Tab A. It was not 
possible to predict the form that information turned up by this 
inquiry might take, and special care had to be exercised in the effort. 
In doing this the “provocation concept" of the SSC Report was kept in ' 
mind. In the months that it took to complete this extensive review, 
it is significant to observe that three areas of specific operational 
activity were found that either might meet some of the requirements 
of the provocation theory, or throw some further light on {issues 
already considered. To report this conclusion is not to dismiss the 
original questions that faced the Warren Commission as to whether 


there might have been Cuban or Soviet connections with Oswald. That 
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such possibilities remain unresolved in some minds is apparent, but _ . 


that the records of CIA, in such a review, do not add significantly = 


to evidence on the subject, is the conclusion of the present inquiry. 


The areas of operational activity noted above can be described 


briefly as follows: 


1. Operations directed against the Cuban leadership (AMTRUNK). 


2. Operations involving the criminal underworld. 


3. Other reports of plans to assassinate Castro. 
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Operation AMTRUNK™ 


There is one other general activic: that was considered in the 
course of the present research, which is discussed below, This 
activity, AMTRUNK, was to develop a capability for splitting the 
leadership of the Castro regime and eventually overthrowing it. It 
never reached the point of implementation; however, because it suffered 
possible security vulnerabilities, it is treated here evan though it 
never materialized. In our professional judgment this activity, 

: because of its failure to ever develop substance, is not really rele- : 

ae vant to the question. It is included simply because it might be viewed, . 

by virtue of its security vulnerabilities, as fitting in Part the 

hypothesis of the SSC Final Report; it seemed better to include it than 
try and explain at some later date why it was omitted, although the 
reasoning should be apparent. If its inclusion in this report is subject 
to question because of its lack of substance, perhaps it serves some 
purpose in indicating how little turned up in the course of this ; 
research to meet any of the rather loosely formulated provocation thesis | 
of the SSC Report. = | 

In early 1963 there were Cuban exiles who wished to Change the 

direction that events seemed to have taken in Cuba. Two of them, Nestor | 
Antonio Moreno Lopez and Enrique Cayardo Robera, developed an oper- 


ational concept to overthrow the Castro government, which came to be 


] 
who had no apparent role in the activity following original inception I 
of the plan. Moreno was the son of a Cuban senator and Minister of Public | 


Works; as a lawyer in Cuba he had been involved in only a minor way in 


i 4 


the anti-Batista movement. : “= 


| 
| 
| 
i known as the Leonardo Plan. Cayardo had been a public fiqure in Cuba, 
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Moreno defected ts the United States in April 1961, settling 
in Miami where he associated with aati-Castro exiles. Among his 
associates was Jorge Ajbuszyc Volsky, a Cuban citizen of Polish origin. 
Volsky had been in prison in the USSR in the 1940's, and enlisted in 
the Polish Air Force during WIT under the British Air Command. ‘After 
WHL] he married a Cuban national, and for a period operated his own 
business in Havana. Although avidly pro-Castro he reportedly was 


imprisoned for a few weeks following the Bay of Pigs invasion. As 


he held a valid U.S. visa, he left Cuba, arriving in Miami in May 1961. 


Cayardo and Nereno discussed the Leonardo Plan with Volsky. He, 
in turn, discussed it with Tadeus (Tad) Witold Szulc, a reporter with 
the lew York Times. Szulc had reported on Cuban activities for the 
New York Times prior to the fall of Batista, during which time he had 
developed a wide acquaintance among Cubans. fe was transferred to 
the Times Washington Bureau in April 1961, where he claimed to have 
an entree to the White House through his uncle, Ambassador John C. 
Witey. He also claimed to have a standing invitation for direct con- 
tact with President. Kennedy, Attorney General Robert Kennedy, and 
HcGeorge Bundy on matters concerning Cuba. While the actual nature of 
this entree is not known to CIA, it is through his intercession that 
the Leonardo Plan gained government-level support and saaroval: 

In early 1963 Szulc arranged an interview in Washington with 
Mr. Richard Goodwin, a White House advisor. Volsky and Szulc then met 
with Robert Hurwitch, a senior official in the Department of State, 


who presented the concept to the CIA with Department zpproval. CIA 


assigned it to its Miami Station, where it became known as AHTRUNK. 


— Sect 


AMTRUNK was conceived as first identifying disaffected key per- 
sonnel in the Cuban armed forces with the Yong range objective of 
uniting them against the Castro regime. On 4 April 1963 CIA cabled 
certain stations and bases orders to identify Cubans who might be 
used in the activity. Ouring that period the CIA Chief of Station 
in Miami questioned CIA control of the operation. Noting uncertain 
security considerations, he felt it best to fund the operation gen- 
erously in order for it to proceed {ndependently. 

On 17 April 1963 Szulc informed Hurwitch that the Miami Station 
had given Volsky responsibility for the decision of whether or not 
the operation was to proceed; this was not consistent with CIA 
intentions. 

In August 1963 things still had not progressed very far. A 
Headquarters cable on 5 August 1963 to certain stations and bases 
complained about the absence of responses to the 4 April cable. It 

emphasized that activity to penetrate the Cuba armed forces was a 

high priority objective. In early September 1963 AMTRUNK had three : 
intelligence sources in Cuba: Miguel A. Diaz Isalgue, Ramon Guin 
Hector Robello, and Modesto Orozco Basulto. One of these sources, 
Guin, was reportedly close to AMLASH/1, a man with whom CIA was 


dealing separately through a Headquarters case officer -- but at 
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that time unsuccessfully -- in trying to develop an operational ap- 
proach similar in some respects to AMTRUNK. The AMLASH operation is 
discussed at Tab D. 

It was decided at the end of October 1963 that Moreno should be 


separated from the operational details of the AMTRUNK operation be- 


’ cause of numerous indiscretions and poor security practice. Arrange- 


ments were made to involve him in a radio program to be used in con- 
nection with the Rebel Army that eventually it was hoped would arise 
against Castro. Moreno threatened to appeal this decision through 
Volsky and Szulc to the President. 

In November 1963 the program was still trying to develop leads 
into higher echelons of the military-and civilian leadership. The 
operation moved slowly, with preliminary infiltrations designed to 
set up infiltration/exfiltratior rodkea. Although it had success- 
fully recruited some persons during 1963 in Cuba, it had made prac- 
tically no progress in establishing an organization or any capability 
for action. At a much later date as its numbers increased its secur- 
ity became less certain. In 1965 its security was believed to have 
been seriously compromised and the decision was taken to cut off re- 


lations with it. Various figures were arrested, including Guin, Diaz 


and AMLASH/1. 
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The reason for selecting this operation for discussion here is 

just not its denouement in 1965, but possible security weaknesses 

from the beginning. Szulc and Volsky are considered to be highly 

suspect and they are discussed below, with another person who became 

involved in the activity. 

a. Tad Szule. Szulec has been suspect since 1948 when 
the FBI recorded reports that he was a communist. Re- 
portedly he was in frequent contact with communist party 
leaders and functionaries throughout Latin America. Sus- 
picions about his motives or possible connections with 
foreign intelligence services, have never been proven. 
Niccle Szulc, daughter of Tad Szulc, is reportedly an avid 
communist. Philip Agee'’s Inside the Company: A CIA Diary 
credits Nicole Szulc with having "obtained vital research | 
materials in New York and Washington, 0.C." She is be- 
lieved to be an agent of the Cuban DGI. Doubts about Tad | 
Szule are unconfirmed but remain alive. Of Polish origin ; 
Szule became a U.S. citizen in 1954 by a special bill of 
Congress. 
b. Jorge Ajbuszyc Volsky. Like Szulc, he is of Polish ! 

origin. He and Szulc became acquainted in 1959-1960 in 
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Cuba. ACI Study of Volsky, dated 24 August 1964, prepared 
by a JMWAVE analyst, makes the following statement: “Volsky's 
knowledge of clandestine methods of operation, together with 
his Russian prison background and his ingenuity as a middleman 
in U.S. Government/CIA activities, made him an excellent 
candidate for a communist penetration agent and that the pos- 
sibility existed that he might be a singleton, sleeper or 
stringer for the RIS." There has been no confirmation of 
these suspicions. Volsky became a naturalized U.S. citizen 
on 10 April 1969. 

c. Jose Ricardo RABEL Nunez. Born in Cuba, he was the 
son of a native born American citizen. He was educated both 
in Cuba and in the States and later (1940) enlisted in the 
U.S. Army. After discharge he returned to Cuba but kept 
moving back and forth between the U.S. and Cuba. Viewed in 
retrospect, his career presents a pattenvof changing alle- 
giances. He gkjoined the anti-Batista forces in March 1952 
first with the Cuban exiles in the United States and later 
from inside Cuba. He joined the Cuban Army under Batista 
and was the Cuban liaison officer with the U.S. Army mis- 
sion in Cuba from November 1954 until 1956. Suring his 
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entire period in the Cuban Army, he was involved with 

dissident army elements. RABEL was arrested in April 1956 when 
he participated in an attempted coup. After a short imprison- 
ment he returned to the U.S. and worked with ore cf his brothers. 
In October 1957, he returned to Cuba and became involved with 
the 26th of July Movement and later with the Cienfuegos Group. 
Shortly after the Castro victory, Castro called upon RABEL to. 
set up a Cuban Marine Corps, a job he held until 1960, at which 
time he was appointed Chief of Viviendos Campesinas (Rural 
Housing). Approached by CIA, he refused to work in place but 
was willing to defect, which he did in December 1962, being 
recruited by JMWAVE Station where he was used “in AMTRUNK 
activities. He returned to Cuba on his own in 1965, reportedly 
to attempt the exfiltration of his family. Upon return to Cuba 
he was arrested and sentenced to 30 years imprisonment but was 
set free in July or August 1967. There were accusations that 
RABEL was a Cuban agent as early as July 1963. The accusations 
were never proven. 


In view of the later roll-up of the AMTRUNK operation the 


tentative opinion has been offered that the operation could have 


been an ingenious plan by the Cubans from the beginning, using access 


at high levels in the U.S. Government to learn the identities of 
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individuals in the Cuban hierarchy who were disloyal to the regime. 
Whatever the later penetrations by Cuban intelligence, the role of 
Szulc and Volsky, in the early phase of the operation, could have 
exposed both its members and eventual objectives to Cuban intelli- 
gence. 

Accepting the possibility of vital security flaws in the 
operation, it must be observed that there was very little progress 
and no concrete planning during the life of President Kennedy. The 
eventual objective was to develop sufficient support and organization 
to overthrow the Cuban regime. It never made much progress, 
although it did lay down caches and conducted some infiltrations 
and exfiltrations in 1964 and 1965. 

An attempt to build support that might eventually have the 
capability to attempt a coup against the Castro regime obviously . i 
would have been irritating to Castro. That it never really prog- 
ressed very far during the life of President Kennedy is a relevant | 
consideration to whether or not the tentative beginnings would have 
provoked Castro to order the assassination of President Kennedy. 

New Considerations on the Syndicate Operation 
In the course of the present review a by-line story by Paul 


Meskil in the New York Daily News attracted special attention because i 
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of one statement that it contained. One of a series of stories 
printed 20-25 April 1975, it quoted Frank Sturgis as follows: 

"The third (assassination) scheme involved 

planting a bomb in Castro's office. ‘I had 

access to the Prime Minister's office,’ Sturgis 

said. 'I knew Fidel's private secretary Juan 

Orta. I recruited him to work with the embassy 

(American Embassy in Havana). '* ! 

Sturgis has been something of a soldier of fortune over the 

years, having served in different branches of the U.S. military 
and having been in the anti-Batista movement prior to Castro's 
takeover. Sturgis stayed on in Cuba until mid-1959, during which 


time he reportedly had some role in the Castro regime's control - 


of the gambling interests. He came to the United States in 1959. 
Sturgis gained notoriety when arrested on 17 June 1972 in the Water- 
gate break-in. He has claimed on a number of occasions to have been 


an employee of CIA, although there is no record of any such relation- i 


ship. He was in contact with some of the CIA Cuban employees in the 


Miami area, but had no direct relationships with the Agency. 
The particular feature in the above excerpt from the newspaper i } 
story is that it constitutes the first public reference to Juan } ‘ 


Orta in the role of an assassin in plans against Castro. Orta was, 
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in fact, the first man who reportedly was to have been used in the 
operation that CIA had, with the criminal syndicate, to kill Castro. 
Orta was the director of the Office of the Prime Minister, which 
gave him the access that would make it possible for him to poison 
Castro. The plan failed because Orta lost his position, and with 
it his access, in late January 1961. This was prior to delivery 

of the poison pills to him in late February or early March 1961. 
Orta's role in this connection was over when he took refuge in the 
Venezuelan Embassy in Havana in April 1961. He was allowed to leave 
Cuba in October 1964 and settled in Miami in February 1965. As for 
Sturgis’ assertion that he recruited Orta to work with the embassy, 
CIA files have no record that Orta was recruited for CIA by anyone 
during the period there was an embassy in Cuba. While Orta was 
reported in early 1961 as being used in the CiA-syndicate attempt 
against Castro, CIA had no direct relationships with him until he 


left Cuba, at which time he was used as a source of information on 


the Cuban leadership. 


se The fact remains that Orta did at one time have the role of 
intended assassin. Sturgis' identificaticn of Orta in this capacity, 
prior to its becoming known to external investigators in 1975, raised 


the question of just what Sturgis had known, and whether he could 
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have been a source of information on the subject whereby Castro 
could have learned of CIA's earlier plan against his life. 

Newspaper stories are not necessarily reliable sources of 
information. However, because the statement by Sturgis in 1975 
indicated a familiarity with Orta's availability to play the role 
of assassin in 1960, additional attention was given the statement 
in the press to see how it might fit in with other things that are 
known. What follows is subject to reservations that must attach 
to the reliability of newspaper stories. 

The New York Daily News stories (20-25 April 1975), and another 
story by the same author on 13 June 1976, refer to possible relation- 
ships between Sturgis and Trafficante, also mentioning a Norman 
Rothman as a gambling partner of Trafficante. The Office of Security 
wrote a memorandum in 1975, in conjunction with the first set of New 
York Daily News storfes, noting that there was a connection between 
Sturgis and Rothman in 1960, citing FBI reports. It is pertinent 
to note here that in addition to the role Sturgis is reported to 
have had with the Castro government in relation to the gambling 
activities, Juan Orta's availability for the assassination assignment 
was understood to be due to his having lost payoffs that he had once 
received from the gambling interests. One can deduce that Sturgis 


and Orta could have known one another because of their connections 
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with the gambling activities as well as having contacts with 
the men heading the gazbling organizations. 
The New York Daily News story of 1976 also reports a claim by a 
7 Marie Lorenz that she acted in 1960 in behalf of Sturgis, in an 
attempt to assassinate Castro. She had also been mentioned in the 
1975 stories, Ms. Lorenz reportedly was Castro's mistress at one 
point, and her access, so the story indicates, was used as a means 
for getting to him. The 1976 news story concludes that “soon after ‘ 
| her murder mission failed the CIA recruited Mafia mobsters . .. to 
kill Castro. . ." In the news story she claimed that the plan 
involved the use of poison pills which she concealed in a jar of face 
| cream; they dissolved and could not be used. 
On page 79 of the SSC Interim Report on Alleged Assassination 
Plots the following is extracted from an 18 October 1960 memorandun | 
from the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation to the CIA | 
Deputy Director for Plans: | 
|. "During recent conversations with several ; 
friends, (Sam) Giancana stated that Fidel 
Castro was to be done away with very shortly. 
When doubt was expressed regarding this state- | 
ment, Giancana reportedly assured those 
. present that Castro's assassination would occur i 
fn November. Moreover, he allegedly indicated 
ie 


that he had already met with the assassin-ta-be 
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on three occasions . . . Giancana claimed that 
everything has been perfected for the killing 

of Castro, and that the ‘assassin’ had arranged 
with a girl, not further described, to drop a 'pill' 
in some drink or food of Castro." , 

This seems to confirm some plot involving a woman to kill Castro 
with poison. However, the dating of events does not fit the time 
frame known to CIA. While consideration had been given to various 

> schemes, there were no CIA pills for delivery until February 1961. 

It suggests that the syndicate may have been moving ahead on its own. 

Following collapse of CIA's access to Castro through Orta, 

Johnny Roselli, the man who had served as the Agency's original inter- 
mediary with the syndicate, stated that he knew a Cuban exile leader 
who might participate. This man, Tony Varona, headed the Democratic . _ : 
Revolutionary Front, one of the exile groups that also received . | 
support from CIA as part of the larger Cuban operation. Varona was 
dissatisfied with the nature and extent of that support; Miami Station . ad 
suspected that he was not keeping his bargain with the Agency. In . 
fact, it is possible that Varona already was involved in independent 
operations with the criminal syndicate when first approached prior to 


the Bay of Pigs in March 1961 to carry out the Castro assassination. 
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The 1967 IG Report refers to two FBI reports that bear on this. 
One of them, on 21 December 1960, indicates support by the criminal 
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underworld for some of the Cuban exiles. The other report, on 
18 January 1961, suggests that Varona was one of those receiving 
that support, although this was not confirmed. As a matter of 
interest, as late as 10 June 1964 there was a report that gangster 
elements in the Miami area were offering $150,000 for anyone who 
would kill Castro (an amount mentioned to the syndicate repre- 
sentatives by CIA case officers at an earlier date). These bits 
of information, fitted together, could provide the basis for an . 
, explanation of why Varona was so readily available when approached 


by Rosell{. It also may throw light on a question noted in the 


1967 IG Report. The operation with the syndicate had been called 
off following the Bay of Pigs in April 1961; yet, when it was 
reactivated in April 1962 the case officer felt there was something | 
already ongoing in spite of the fact that the operation had been | 
ore terminated a year earlier. It is possible that CIA simply found itself 
involved in providing additional resources for independent operations 


that the syndicate already had under way. The criminal syndicate 


had important interests in Cuba, and to recover them may well have 
Sought on its own to eliminate Castro. In a sense CIA may have been 
piggy-backing on the syndicate and in addition to its material contri- 


butions was also supplying an aura of official sanction. 
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What do these various considerations suggest? It is obvious 
that many lines of speculation can be develcped, not the least of 
which is that the Agency did not know the full extent of syndicate 
activities. Clearly, the Agency's case officers felt that they were 
initiating a new activity that had the sole purpose of accomplishing 
the elimination of Castro. The additional considerations can be 
listed as follows: 

J}. The criminal syndicate may well have had some inde- 

pendent activities of its own underway prior to CIA involve- . 

ment in late 1960. These operations could well have con- 

tinued after the CIA standdown following the Bay of Pigs, 

being ongoing in some form when CIA reactivated the plan 

in April 1962. | 


i 
{ 
\ 
i. The syndicate operations could have activities such | 


as those that are reported in the New York Daily News 
stories in 1975 and 1976. | 
i 3. Frank Sturgis seems to have had contacts with the 
criminal syndicate, although from outward appearances he 
was not a member of it. He could well have been used by 
the syndicate in its activities. 
4. Sturgis has not been a reliable source, so his . . | 
statements are treated with considerable reserve. He 
probably did know Juan Orta when both of them were in Cuba. 


He was outside of Cuba, however, when Orta was given the 
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role of assassin. Whatever ne knew at that time--and 
his knowledge may be of a much later date--could have heen 
in the form reported fifteen years later in the 1975 
newspaper stories. If there was such an operation it 
was not CIA's; it could have been an earlier operation 
of the syndicate. While Sturgis could have known of 
or have been involved in earlier activity by the syndicate, 
whatever its form, he may also have had no part in any 
of it; he may merely have fabricated a story from bits 
and pieces learned by him from gossip in the Miami 
community after Orta settled there in 1965. 
5. If the syndicate was conducting its own operations, 
that would tend to reinforce the thought that the details 


ed 
of its operations would have been characterized by discre- 2 al 
! 


tion--or security--despite the FBI report in October 1960, 
® 
The authors of Book V¥ of the SSC Final Report felt that the 


operation seeking to employ the resources of the criminal syndicate 
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would not have provided Castro the clear provocation that was hypothe- 


sized for the AMLASH operation. At page 68 the Report stated: { 
"... it is unlikely that Castro could have . 

f 
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distinguished the CIA plots with the underworld 
from those plots not backed by CIA. In fact, 
the methods the CIA used in these attempts were 
designed to prevent the Cuban government from 
attributing them to the CIA." 
; In a sense the SSC made a conscious judgment, in the context of its 
; provocation theory, that was made less consciously and in a different 
context in 1964 by the few CIA employees who knew of the operations 
| with the syndicate -- that they bore no relation to the assassination 
of President Kennedy. 
Possible Ruby--Trafficante Contact 
-* There are fragments of unevaluated reports that leave one aspect 
| of the involvement of the criminal syndicate as a question. This can ; 
| only be noted here, as the means for resolving it one way or another 
| ; are not within. the. Agency’ s’ capabilities. 
| as noted earlier (see Tab 8. page 4), a 27 November 1963 


report records statements by a British journalist that during his own | 
imprisonment in Cuba in 1959 he knew of a gangster type named "Santos" 
who was in jail where he was visited by another American gangster type 
named "Ruby." Current speculation has considered the possibility that 
"Santos" was Santos Trafficante who may have been in jail there in ; | 


1959. An FBI report of +4 August 1964 recorded a statement by a person 


jatied in Cuba that he shared a cell with Trafficante. 
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If the "Santos" in the British report was Trafficante, the 
British and FBI reports tend to Support one another on the narrow ! 
Point of his imprisonment in Cuba in 1959. This is a material 
consideration, as there are reservations about both sources. 
It may be that the FBI has more information on this point, but 
there is no further known relevant information in the Agency 
on the matter. : : 
The significance of this is that if Trafficante was in 
jail in Cuba in 1959, he could have been available for a visit 
by Jack Ruby if such visits were allowed. Ruby, in fact, did visit 
Cuba in 1959. The long time gap between 1959 and November 1963 


removes the two incidents from candidacy for consideration as 


evidence of conspiracy ageinst President Kennedy. However, if 


ee 


Ruby was running an errand for someone in 1959, fit would provide 
an interesting lead for those inquiring into the possible signi- 


ficance of past assocations or contacts. 
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Both the British report and the confirmation of Ruby's 
1959 visit were known to the Warren Commission, and Ruby 


reportedly spoke at length about his visit when questioned. 
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However, Ruby fs dead and Trafficante has declined to testify 
at all. A later allegation of a visit by Ruby to Cuba in late 
1962 or early 1963 is belfeved not to be true. 
Otier Reported Assassination Proposals 

There were other references to possible assassination plots 
against Castro that seem not to have been addressed in the Interim 
Report of the SSC on Alleged Assassination Plots Involving Foreign . 
Leaders. They are summarized briefly below: 

In May 1975 a Cuban exile who came to be a contract employee 
stated that i. February 1961 he was given a rifle and the missian 
to enter Cuba to assassinate Castro. He claimed to have tried to 
enter Cuba three times, but failed each time in gaining entry to 
Cuba. Agency files have no further records on this matter. 

“As a result of a colum by Jack Anderson in May 1977, a check 
was made of Agency files referring to an Antonio Veciana, cited 
by Anderson as a CIA employee. The man was never an employee of the 
Agency, but he was connected with ALPHA-66, a Cuban exile movement. 
On three separate occasions (December 1960, July 1962, April 1966) 
he proposed to CIA employees the assassination of Fidel Castro. 
He was rebuffed on each occasion. Again in 1970 there was a report 
of his making a similar proposal while an AID employee at an overseas 
post. The details of his actual role Yat unknown to the Agency, 
although the FBI may have more details on him. This is touched on in 
Tab G, which comments on selected newspaper stories published in the 
course of this research effort. 
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Agent Messages in 1961 Mentioning Plans to Kill Castro 


1. During the investigations in 1975 five agent messages were 
identified that made reference to plans to kill Castro, or proposing 
such action. Three of these messages related to the same operation, 
the other two relating to separate proposals; there is no indication 
that any of these proposals was the result of CIA initiative. The 
existcace of these mecsages was mentioned during Mr. Colby's tastimony 
before the Church Committee. In response to a request from the Deputy 


Inspector General, LA Division prepared a summary of the messages 


and on 8 August 1975 forwarded it to the Review Staff, then charged 


with serving as an interface with the congressional committees. 
Records of the Review Staff do not show how this paper was handled. 
The subject was not covered-in the Church Committee's interim report 
on Alleged Assassination Plots Involving Foreign Leaders and is 
summarized again below. : 
I 

2. Three of the messages involved the same group of agents, 
and seem to relate to the same plan. The first message, dated 
27 March 1961 (prior to the Bay of Pigs) was sent by an Agency 
asset, AMBRONC/5. The message requested the Agency's opinion on 
a proposed sabotage of the electric company in Havana, stating that 
this could be coordinated "with attempt against Fidel in public 


appearance (at) Sports Palace." The cable expressed the view that 


oh 
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an “attempt against Fidel (is) in accordance with general plan." 
There is no record that this message was answered. Two days later, 
on 29 March 1961, possibly because of the absence of a reply, the 
same agent sent another message. This stated that the plan was 
scheduled for 9 April. Castro was to speak at the Palace, and an 
“assassination attempt at said place (will be) followed by a general 
shutting off of main electric plants in Havana." General antt-regime 
developments to follow this were then outlined. This message was 
answered on 30 March agreeing that a "major effort should be launched 
Havana on date you selected." It recommended contacting other named 
persons, looking to a more general uprising. The message addressed 
the general issue, making no comment on the proposal to kill Castro. 
A third message, on 5 April 1961, presumably from the same agent, 
reported that the persons he had been directed to contact had arms 
for only 50 men. While stating that the sabotage of the electric 
company and “possibly attempt on Fidel" would be carried out 9 April, 
he emphasized that to do so would make it impossible to maintain a 
clandestine organization in Cuba; “your military aid is decisive. If it 
does not come that date we are lost." There is no indication that 
this message was answered. No further reference to this plan has 
been found. 

3. We have reviewed the files of the persons identified in the 
cables, and have interviewed a case officer who was responsible for 
one of them, in an attempt to learn more about the matter. The 


four agents in question are conmented on briefly below: 
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a. AMBROHC/5 is the agent who sent the messsges out- 
tining the proposed sabotage effort and attempt against 
Castro. 
(1) 201 file opened 15 July 1960. A POA was 
fe not issued until 18 December 1961, and an OA on 
31 January 1962. A debriefing of him in November 
1960, prior to the Kennedy Administration, revealed 
that he had been in touch with people who had 
plotted the assassination of Fidel Castro, and claimed 
to have tried himself to make similar plans. He was 
infiltrated on 9 December 1960, exfiltrating 15 February 
: 1961. 
(2) AMBRONC/5 was infiltrated again 3 March 
1961 and exfiltrated again 19 June 1961. This 


covered the period of his messages and the Bay of 
Pigs. His sole mission was to organize resistance 
groups. 

(3) AMBRONC/5 was infiltrated again on 19 December 
1961, exfiltrating 29 March 1962, again with the same 
nission. 

(4) AMBRONC/5 was infiltrated finally 2 May 
1962, was arrested 29 May 1962, and was executed 
30 August 1962. He has been reported as never admitting 


that he was a CIA agent. His name is not one of those 
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"Gn the book given Senator McGovern by Castro, listing 


those claimed by Castro to have plotted attempts against 

his life. 

b. AMCOAX/1 was one of those -AMBRONC/5 was told to 
contact for his general plan for April 1961. 

(1) POA on 5 January 1961. His mission was to 
organize paramilitary activities in Cuba. He in- 
filtrated in February 1961 and exfiltrated in July 
1961 following the Bay of Pigs. This period covered 
the above messages. 

(2) Re-infiltrated 29 July 1961, with the same 
organizing mission, he was arrested on 17 August 1961, 
and is serving a thirty year term. His name appears 
jn the book given Senator McGovern. 

c. AMPUG/1 was another of those AMBRONC/5 was told to 
contact for his general plan in April 1961. 

(1) Recruited in September 1960, he was in- 
filtrated that month, receiving airdrops in December ; 
1960. He returned to the U.S. 15 May 1961, following 
the Bay of Pigs. 

(2) Infiltrated again on 29 June 1961, with the 
mission to organize resistance groups and conduct 
sabotage operations \ he was arrested in July 1961, and 
fs serving a thirty year term His name is among those 

) fin the bock given Senator McGovern by ne) 
29 ; , 


Se ths te Pat a eee tre cnet arte TTT ot neti aang 


Rane te ATM MOREA SES le Tene RG AAT Ra Sianitn mio stare ass 


Soar techn sommes 


Te emcee 9 EAE ee meee = dram 


Shamege ren eenieeieenenemier 


swe nlnngrneeey? arnmretepempnyenen ti ~ 


oreers 


Oo ee Ce ee ea wile MS 


“SECRET 


d. AMPANIC/7 was another of those that AMBRONC/5 was 2 


told to contact for his general plan in April 1961. 


(1) This man was a "walk-in" 15 April 1960, 
a POA being tssued 30 January 1961 (although there was 
a MOC since 12 July 1960). He was to organize raststance 
groups in the Havana and Pinar del Rio areas. 

(2) Infiltrated 3 March 1961, he was arrested 
23 April 1961, and is serving @ thirty year term. His 
name is among those in the book given Senator McGovern 
by Castro. 

(3) Records relating to this man mention his in- . 
filtration into Cuba in August 1960 and exfiltration . 
in November 1960 (prior to his being issued a POA). 

His "mission" during that period is mentioned tersely 
as being “to organize resistance groups . . . for 
mounting sabotage operations . . . and assassination 
of prominent Cuban Communist members in the Castro 
entourage . .." The records refer to "his own 
personal objectives" during this period and criticizes 
how he functioned during his stay in Cuba from August 
to November 1960. The record then specifies how he is 


-‘to conduct himself and focus his efforts on his return, 


which was to develop sabotage operations. We were able 


to contact one of his two case officers, who has retired 
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(the other had died), to ascertain his recollections. 
Stating that at the time the focus was on developing 
organizations for operations, he stated that an 
assassination mission, such as attributed to AMPANIC/7 
on his earlfer time in Cuba, not only was not authorized, 
but would have compromised the effort to organize. 

Any such assassination mission, the case officer states, 
would have been at AMPANIC/7's Own initiative. 

4. It is clear that AMBRONC/S envisioned a general uprising 
in Cuba, to commence with sabotage of the electric plant in Havana 
and an attempt on Castro's life. The third of his messages reflected 
pessimism, and the fact is that the operation did not come off. 
While the man had no express mission from the Agency to mount an 
operation against Castro personally, it is clear that no specific 
objection was recorded to his statement 6f intentions. The one 
recorded reply addresses the concept of general action and makes 
no reference to the proposal to make an attempt on Castro. 

5. The fact is that the 9 April 1961 operation did not come 
off, and AMBRONC/5 has not been identified as an Agency asset. 

Nor was his name included in the book given Senator McGovern 

by Castro. The other men, none of whom had a mission of assassi- 
nation from the Agency, are]now serving thirty year terms, That 
their names were included in the list given Senator McGovern by 


Castro may be an attempt on Castro's part to enlarge on the facts 
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rather than to report what he trrly believes. They were not 


executed, a consideration that mzy support this view. 


6. The records are incomplete on the events identified by 


the three messages. The time in question predates the Bay of Pigs. 


The men mentioned above had more specific missions, other than 


that of assassination. They exfiltrated subsequent to the event 


described in the messages, and were arrested during subsequent 


infiltrations into Cuba. There is no record that any of them had 


a mission from CIA to kill Ca 


stro. The person who proposed the 


act in 1961 -- AMBRONC/5 -- never acknowledged that he was a CIA 


; agent, and is not listed among those Castro reportedly believes 


had the mission of his assass 


ination. | 
Il 


7. ‘Anotner agent message dated 4 June 1961 asked about a | 
man who had identified himself as Moratori of the Italian Embassy, 
who claimed to work for U.S. intelligence and to be in touch with 

o one Martin Elena and others (none identifiable), who "have plans 


| for an invasion within 30 days, after the killing of Fidel." A 


reply, dated 6 June, stated that the information was untrue and 
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that Moratori was not known and should not be ‘trusted. 
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(Insofar 
as CIA records show, there was an Italian diplomat of that name 
in Cuba at that time. Little is known dbout him.) The originator 


4 of the agent message cannot be identified from present records. 


ne ne ye meen me 


eater nearer eypnienreertatires 


wee eenne nemeweoners eerie wr serecyereecenamnemans era 


reherenpeanleritte eee teri * 


me 


ea 
f 


: 33 
SECRET 


SECRET 


IIT 

8. Another agent message dated 3 May 196] from a member of 
the Revoluttonary Recovery Movement in Cuba said "will try to kill 
Fidel today." A reply to this message dated 4 May told the agent 
and his companions to “lay low" for the time being, and “wil) 
advise when operations can resume." There were no follow-up 
messages on this subject in the records. The agent who sent the 
message possibly was AMPUG/1, but as noted earlier his mission did 
not include instructions to kill Fidel. His companions have not 


been identified. 
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I. AMLASH OPEFATIC: 


Comment on the AMLASH operation, in the context of its presenta- 
tion in Book Y of the Final Report of the SSC, is complicated by the 
treatment given it in the Renort. Rather than being treated in a 
unified way, reference and discussion is found throughout the Report.” 

The actual nature and the significance of the AMLASH operation 
differs materially from that presented in the SSC Resort. The Report 
leaves the inference that A'LASH/] was perhaps an agent of Castro, with 
the mission of provoking a plot against Castro (pages 3, 74 and 79), 
which in turn provided Castro with the justification for launching 
Lee Harvey Nswald against President Kennecy in retaliation. Alternatively, 
the Report suggests that AMLASH/] was so insecure in the conduct of his 
activities that the details of his plotting could have become known to 
Castro, thereby providing the same basic motivation (pages 74 and 75). 
Whichever of these alternatives, so the reasoning would be, the ANLASH 
operation should have been reported to the Warren Commission. We believe 
that neither thesis applies. The character of the relationship between 
CIA and AMLASH/1, prior to Oswald's assassination of President Xennedy, 


was so insubstantial and inconclusive that it provided no basis for 


*See pages 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 23 
29, 31, 35, 36, 59, 68, 69, 79, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 77, 78, 79, and 
86 of the 97-nage text, and pages 109, 101, 192, 103, 104, and 195 

of the eight-page chronology following the text. 
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AMLASH/] to fec} that he had any tangible CIA support for plotting 
against Castro. Whether one is inclined to see AMLASH/1 as either a 
double agent or provocateur, or simply as a man who carelessly revealed 
what he was doing, there was little for him to report or to leak. 

Pe ee ee 

In preparing the current comment on the AMLASH oneration, as 
treated in the SSC Report, it was judged best to approach it in te. 
ways. A sequential summary of the AMLASH bperation is intended to 
present the Agency's understanding of the true nature of the activity. 
Following that, selected points made in the SSC Yeport are addressed. 
It is hoped that this presentation will help establish a clearer per- 
spective for judging the actual substance of the operation. 

waaeerkeeeeeeeee 

As early as March 1959, AMLASH/1 was reported as expressing 
directly to Castro his dissatisfaction with the situation in Cuba. 

At that time he also was reported as expressing his disillusionment 
and that if he "...did not get out of the country scon, he would kill 
Castro himself." 

Two years later, in March 1961, AMLASH/1 was met in Mexico City 
by a CIA case officer stationed there. The occasion was AMLASH/T's 
presence at the leftist-soonsored Latin America Conference on National 
Sovereiqnty, Emancipation, and Peace. The meeting was arranged by 
ANHHIP/1, a long-time friend of AMLASH/1. A dispatch in July 1961, 


‘giving a general round-up on operational activity against Cubans in 
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Mexico City, described the meeting (along with others) as follows: 
" ..the Station made an unsuccessful ‘aporoach’ 
to (AMLASH/1)...the ‘approach’ consisted of a 
'friencly' talk between a case officer, a mutual 
friend of (AMLASH/1) and (ANLASH/1) when he last 
was visiting in Mexico. While (AMLASH/1) did not 
pick up the opportunity at that time, ne apparently 
did not report the incident to his superiors and 
the ground work may have been laid ‘for a similar action 
in the future." 
Later in March there was a report that AMLASH/1 and another Cuban wanted 
to defect and needed help in escaping. Consideration of their exfil- 
tration ended with a report that the Cuban police were ivare of AMLASH/1's 
intention and plans. 

In August 196] AMWHIP/1] reported plans by AMLASH/1 to attend th 
French National Student Union Cultural Festival, and that AMLASH/1 

. wanted to meet with a "friend" of the Mexico City case officer's. The 
files do not reveal that such a contact actually eccurred. 

In June 1962 there was a report that AMLASH/I would be travelling 
via Prague to the World Youth Festival in Helsinki. AMLASH/1 was 
reported as wanting to defect, and also ‘that on ‘his return from Helsinki 
he would pass through Paris where he hoped to meet AMXHIP/1. The FBI, 
which was aware of CIA's association with AMMHIP/M, met with AMUHIP/1 

in Miami and took steps fer him to be referred to CIA if he should 
Ss contact the Paris Legal Attache. 
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GF how to cach wt 
The first of a series of meetings with AMLASH/1 was held in 


Helsinki | “oa 'Y August 1962.’ ‘The ‘origitial objective of his defection 
became one of recruiting him {n place: ‘AMUASH/T: was reported as feeling 
that if he could “do something really significant for the creation of a 
i new cuba, he was “interested ta returnifg®to carry-on the fight there." 


AHLASH/T spoke ‘of sabota 
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officer reported on W August: | a i 
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out on his own initiative." 
This suggests a plan of action targettes sricificaliy acai’: ..stro 
i _ The Headquarters cabled repl y the next day ‘stated: 
“ 1 
a ee eee _tstrongly co concur that no physica esi 


- : _misstons be given AMLASH/1]." 7 
90 29 August 11962 ANLASH/I ‘left Prague by atr ‘for Havana. This was 
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_the last tine that he vas mat Gnetl he next left Cubs in September 
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AMLASH/1 attended tne Collegiate Games in Porto flegre, Brazil 
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ee ae 


amen 

z ee ES 

emanated “tae cia t . . 
Te Oe en ee a Glatt Me eet. eect in BaSE ZntecT +104 ANAL BARIE DACSIIOS POEL ALAA, OEE 


te 


14-00000 


thu ut + Govermnent.’ He was met there by AMWHiP/1, and by the CIA case 
Lie. officer who was to take over the relationship with him. AMLASH/1 
rothi: said that he had written two SW messages’ (oniy one had been received). 


were let He expressed his reluctance to use this form of communications because 


r 


re> of Cuban posta? censorship. 
“characteriza‘It fs ‘pertinent to what followed to “note here the relationship 
is dispu between AMLASH/1 and CIA stood at that time.“ At page 13 of Book V 


that the oft ‘the SSC FinaT Report the following ‘statenent appears: oie : 
-  concluge. teat vi | “se « the CIA took steps to renew fits contact 
| gperaticn. vhicn Eo with a high-level Cuban official namef AMLASH. The 


i phase" of the matter. CIA's’ previous contact with him had been sporadic; 
hliese? Assaisins tic he had not been jn contact with the CIA since 

the first contact witbefore the missile crisis of October 34%. The 

it was uncertain whetexact’ purpose tha-CIA had for rénewing ammtact is 


itself describes the atrthts’timé to:ugd ANLASH {n"SA°Sssassination 


| (Page .5). The ovintnot khoun; but therets no“évidenice the (2K intended . 
| by ANLASH/1, and the operation.s2 U.S. response (supra). “6 


| Any disrThe reason-for there -having béér nid “Gontaét since ‘August 1962 was 
tine aristmply that -AMLASH/T did ‘not Téavé Cuba after ‘fhiat.unti3 September 
SSC Ren3$63. “df it ts ‘narrowly correct to ‘state that ‘the “exa:t purpose" 
_expressfor-reriewing contact was’ not ‘known’ to the’ authors of the SSC Report, 
SSC Findtt nevertheless is quite clear why he was met. He was mn important 
 Thpotentialr asset whos® usefulness” remained to’ be explore’. At this 
in infec point, not-only was there "nd evidence (that) . . . an zssassination | 


with aroperation®: was” intended;' it: is’ quite clear’ that’ it'was not under 


At page 14 of the SSC Report it is stased that the first meeting 
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in September 1963: 
' ". . » may have been to gain intelligence and to ; 
cultivate him as an asset for covert operations . . ." ' 
A 7 September cable, cited on another point in the SSC Report, 
provides an insight as to how AMLASH/1? was assessed at the time, as 
well as emphasizing the uncertainty in the minds of the case officers 


ie j of how to deal with him in the future: tot 


wea wrteeeee oo renee - 
Pay 


“AMLASH cocky totally spoiled brat who will always 
i be a control problem . . (he) will not take time or ‘ | 


have patience prepare or receive constant stream S/W 


« 
Ae ne. 


messages, let alone OWVL. AMLASH also needs strong 
confidant inside who will push and serve as chaplain...” 
CIA headquarters replied on 9 September, saying in part: 
" . . . Based on what little feel we here have for 
subject however appears he is hopeless as intell 
performer and 1s best approached as a chief con- 


spirator allowed to recruit his ow cohorts among 


: = whom we may then find persons susceotible to long 

| distance and covert disciplines..." 

| The cable then went on to spell out long-range requirements prior to 

| any action based on such internal organization as AMLASH/1 may put 

- together. 

| Clearly, at that point, while AMLASH/1 was viewed as potentially 
important, he also was viewed ies person of uncertain capabilities, 
requiring careful but long-range development for whatever course of ; 


3 .) action that might later ensue. 
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Page 14 of the SSC Final Report cites the 7 September 1963 
cable reporting the first 1963 meeting with ANLASH/1 as follows: 
"AMLASH was interested primarily in getting the 
United States to invade Cuba, or in attempting an 
‘inside job’ against Castro, and that he was awaiting 
a U.S. plan of action." (Empahsis added). 


This suggests a plan of action targetted specifically against Castro 


Report, but the actual language of the cable states it somewhat differently: 
"AMLASH still feels there only two ways accomplish 


Hb ens state 


himself. That may have seemed implicit to* the authors of the SSC | 


change either inside job or invasion he realistic 
enough realize latter out of question. According 
AMMHIP, AMLASH still awaiting for US reveal plan of 3 
action." ‘ ; TO | 
COMMENT: © 


———Seees 


At this point, after a year out of touch with a 


man with whom there had been no working understanding, 


i ANLASH/1's views were of interest, but were very general, 


eae Re esti edinn « 
+A pe remepaipeneene a eseaeae ai ed 
ee ae . sate 
ito . 


as might be expected after such a long time. The actual 
" yeference t6 an “inside job" did not specify Castro, 


as suggested in the SSC Report, but was directed towards ¥ 
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It was offered alternatively, in the context of con- 


| 
‘ 
| 
| ; the more general question of how to bring about change. 4 
| sidering both external and internal action, and not with | 


the specific connotation provided by the SSC presentation. 
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The point is, as stated in the SSC Report, that it left 
AMLASH/1 “awaiting a U.S. plan of action.“ There was 
nothing substantive or conclusive. To the contrary, things 
were left very much up in the air. 

Footnote 17 on page 14 of the SSC Report states that | 
"characterization of this phase of the AMLASH ooeration 
$s disputed." (Emphasfs added). The footnote observes : } 
that the SSC Interim Report on Alleged Assassination Plots 


concluded that the AMLASH operation was an assassination 7 | 


operation, which begs the question of what it was for "this 


sede 


phase" of the matter. In fact, the SSC Interim Report on 
Alleged Assassination Plots notes specifically that "From 
the first contact with AMLASH until the latter part of 1963, 


{it was uncertain whether he would defect or remain in Cuba." 


. (Page 86). The point is that the SSC Final Report, Book V, i 


_Ftself describes the very general nature of the aporoach 


i emma s mee: 


by AMLASH/1, and the absence of a U.S. response (supra). 


Any dispute over how to characterize the operation at that 


time arises from the presentation of it in Book V of the 


SSC Report. Reference to the dispute may reflect views 


expressed by CIA representatives on reviewing the draft of “x0 


SSC Final Report. 
The next paragraph in the SSC Report, Book V, presents 


in inferential sequence, an interview Castro held 


with an AP reporter, Daniel Harker, in which Castro inveighed 


aa de a8 
a See een 


yen 


nee 


against anti-Cuban terrorist plans of U.s. leaders. 
The intended inference, as is known from discussions with | 

SSC staff members, was that AMLASH/1 may have reported (or 
leaked) to Castro what the authors of the report elected 


to see then as assassination plotting. This characteri- 


zation is even more explicit at pages 3-4 of the Summary 
and Findings of the SSC Report, presenting the inter- 
pretation as categorically as though it were fact. 

The fact remains that whatever views AMLASH/1 may have 
expressed, he had no response from his CIA contacts of 
any support for his proposals at that time. Whatever 
may have been the cause for Castro's remarks at that time 


they could not have stemmed from anything said to 


AMLASH/1 by CIA officers as they ee nothing and 
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undertook nothing. ie 


ical flew to Paris on 14 September, ostensibly to attend a 
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iba. 


. attin of the Alliance Francaise. The trip actually was for an 
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extended vacation, which AMLASH/1 intended to report to Castro 
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after the fact. On 16 September he wrote AMWHIP/1 that he did at: 


“intend to see (be interviewed by) your friend again" referring to 


owes 


the CIA case officer. On 3 October 1963 the case officer nevertheless 


eae 


arrived in Paris to meet with AMLASH/1. Station officers were already 


toad 


in contact with him, two of whom participated in meetings that followed. 
: : On 11 October the case officer cabled Headquarters reporting that 
AMLASH/1 claimed to have the "necessary people and equipment inside 
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[Cuba] to accomplish overthrow without [U.S.] assistance." ANLASH/1 
was reported as wishing a meeting with a senior U.S. official, 
preferably Robert F. Kennedy, for assurance of “moral support" for 
any action AMLASH/1 undertook in Cuba. The cable recommended that 
the request for a meeting: 

"be given highest and profound consideration as 

feeling deaun by all who in contact AMLASH is that 

he deternined attempt op against’ [Castro] with or 

without [U.S.] support." 
A 21 October cable to Washington reported a 17 October meeting with 
AMLASH/1--"Basically he wants assurance that [U.S.} will support him 
if his enterprise is successful." (Emphasis added). 

Desmond Fitzgerald, then Chief of the Special Affairs Staff, 

was going to Paris on other business and undertook to meet with AMLASH/1. 
The plan for the meeting, written in advance, was outlined as follows: 

"Fitzgerald will reoresent self as personal 

representative of Robert F. Kennedy who traveled 

to Paris for specific purpose of meeting [AMLASH/1] 

and giving him assurances of full U.S. support it 

there is change of the present government in Cuba." 

(Emphasis added). 

On 29 October Fitzgerald met with AMLASH/1 in Paris. representing 

himself as a spokesman of Attorney General Kennedy. The third person 


at the meeting was the case officer, who served as an interpreter. 
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On 13 November the case officer wrote a memorandum summarizing high- 7 

: lights of the meeting. It reads in part as follows: 

"Fitzgerald informed FAMLASH/1] that the United 

States is prepared to render al] necessary : 
| , assistance to any anti-communist Cuban group which 
: 7 succeeds in neutralizing the present Cuban leader- 
ship and assumes sufficient control to invite the 
United States to render the assistance it is , 


prepared to give. It was emphasized that the 


above support will be forthcomina only after a 
real _couo has been effected and the group involved 
is in_a position to request U.S. (probably under 
OAS auspices) recognition and support. (Emphasis 


added). It was made clear that the U.S. was not 


ra 


Perms des 


prepared to commit itself to supporting an isolated 
uprising, as such an uprising can be extinguished 
ina matter of hours if the present government is 


still in control in Havana. As for the post-coup 


period, the U.S. does not desire that the political 
clock be turned back but will support the necessary 
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economic and political reforms which will benefit 
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the mass of the Cuban people." 
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At the time of the CIA Inspector General's report on the subject 
fin 1967, additional details were elicited from Fitzgerald, who re- 
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called that AMLASH/1 spoke repeatedly of the need for an assassination 
weapon. He wanted a high-power rifle with telescopic sights, or some 1 
other weapon that could be used to kill Castro from a distance. Fitzgerald 
stated that he rejected this request. Fitzgerald's Executive Officer, 
although not present at the mecting, was kept posted by Fitzgerald and j 
had a recollection the same as the one noted above. The case officer 
fs reported as not recalling the exchange on the weapon. His memorandum ee 2 
stated that: : 

“Nothing of an operational nature was discussed at 

the Fitzgerald meeting. After the meeting [AMLASH/1] stated 
| that he was satisfied with the policy discussion but now 
| . desired to know what technical support we could provide him.” 
| On 14 November 1963 AMWHIP/1 was met in New York City. He reported 

oe on AMLASH/1's reaction to the 29 October meeting in Paris. The contact 
- _ Feport on what AMLASH/1 understood, as relayed by AMWHIP/1, is as 
. follows: 

| . “The visit with Fitzgerald, who acted in the 

capacity of a representative of high levels of 

. the Government concerned with the Cuban problem 

satisfied [AMLASH/1] as far as policy was con- 

cerned, but he was not at all hapoy with the fact 

that he still was not given the technical assistance 

for the operational plan as he saw it. [AMWHIP/1] 

said that [AMLASH/1] dwelt constantly on this point. 
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He could not understand why he was denied certain 
small pieces of equipment which promised a final 
solution to the problem, while, on the other hand, } 
the U.S. Government gave much equipment and money 

to exile groups for their ineffective excursions | 
against Cuban coastal] targets. According to | 
{AMWHIP/1], [AMLASH/1] feels strongly on this point, i 


and if he does not get advice and materials from a 


| 


U.S. Government technician, he will probably become 

fed up again, and we will lose whatever progress we 

have made to date." 
Bes, © COMMENT: 

At this point it is important to note that Agency 

documents summarize what AMLASH/1 was to be told, 
and what he was told, which matches a later report 
of what he understood. In essence he was told there 
would be no U.S. support until after the fact, and then 
only if he was successful. While that may not seem a 
very realistic way in which to bring about the overthrow 
of a government, it is directly relevant to the question 
of what AMLASH/1 was told and what he understood. It is 
contrary to the statement in the SSC Final Report (page 18) 


ww 


to the effect that it was not clear how AMLASH/1 inter- 
fe pe * preted the put-off by Fitzgerald. i. 
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Interesting confirmation of AMLASH/1's understanding 
is provided by a July 1964 FBI report (mentioned variously 
at pages 35, 72 and 74 of Book V of the SSC Report). This 
report was from an FBI informant who stated that AMLASH/1 
was unhappy with the CIA response and that Attorney General 
Kennedy had refused to support the plan. Given the substance 
of this aspect of the report it is apparent that although the 
date of the report is June 1964, this particular information 
dates back to 29 October 1963 when AMLASH/1 was told by 
Fitzgerald, representing himself as speaking for Robert F. 


Kennedy, that ‘he would not be aiven support in this opera- 
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_ ton. hile heuee ee not the reason the FBI report was cited 
“fn Book Vv of “the ssc Final Report, it provides additional: 
_ clear conf timation ‘that AMLASH/1 understood that he tad 
_, been | turned ia. at the 29 October meeting. 
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“Following the 4 November meeting with AMWHIP/1 CIA reviewed what 


meen - 


could be done to maintain the contact with AMLASH/1. On 19 November 1963 
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we Fitzgerald “approved telling AMLASH/1 he would be given a cache inside 
_ Cuba. The cache could, if he requested it, include .. -high-power 


~8Stro cc. 
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on 19 November ANLASH/" told a CIA officer that he planned to 


. return to Cuba. On 20 Novenber Headquarters cabled Paris requesting 
_ _ that AMLASH/1 “delay departure...(to) permit one more meeting which 
ae. requested." . On, the same day (20 November) in response to 
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SESE | 
a telephonic request, AMLASH/1 agreed to delay his departure “tf it 
is something interesting.” The case officer told him that “he could not 
assure it interesting but that it was to be a meeting which AMLASH 
had requested." The cable reporting this exchange noted that it was 
a “rapid conversation" inhibited by the presence of a second person 
in the room. 

The SSC Final Report (page 19) attempts to expand this brief 
and cryptic telephone conversation into the ‘first indication that he 
might receive the specific support he requested." More factually, and 
quite significantly,. the Report acknowledges that no specific support 
had been offered up to then. Beyond that it fs at best a piece of 
a highly speculative analysis, not supported by the evidence. 


The case officer from Washington arrived in Paris the morning of 


22 November and met with AMLASH/1 late that afternoon. As they left j 

i the meeting they learned of President Kennedy's assassination. They 
probably were meeting when President Kennedy was shot. 

Whatever the relationship with AMLASH/1 following the death of 

' President Kennedy, there is every indication that during President 
Kennedy's life AMLASH/1 had no basis for believing that he had CIA 
support for much of anything. Were he a provocateur reporting to Castro, 
or if he was merely careless and leaked what he knew, he had no 
factual basis for leaking or reporting any actual CIA plot directed 


against Castro. 
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Il. SPECIFIC SECTIONS OF THE SSC_REPORT 
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Section 1, 8 
This section of the SSC Final Report, the Summary, states that "it 
places particular emphasis on the effect their (the intelligence agencies) 
Cuban operations seemed to have on their investigation.” It states 
that the report "details these operations to illustrate why they were ; 
relevant to the investigation." It states that presentation of the | 
AMLASH operation is to illustrate why that operation should have been 
| examined by the Warren Commission. ; 
The view of the Subcommittee, as to why the AMLASH operation 
warranted such review, is summarized at page 5 of the Report as 
follows: . , 


"The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the Harren 


{ 

| 

: 

| Commission's work than the early CIA assassination 

| plots with the underworld. Unlike those earlier 

| ' plots the AMLASH operation was in progress at the 

| time of the assassination; unlike the earlier plots, 

| the AMLASH operation could clearly be traced to CIA; 
and unlike the earlier plots, the CIA had endorsed 
AMLASH's proposal for a coup, the first step to him 


being Castro's assassination, despite Castro's threat 


As stated in the preceeding discussion the AMLASH operation was 
without substance prior to President Kennedy's death; it is particularly 


| 

| a. - 

| > of retaliation for such plotting.” 
| 7 
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unsuited to make the Subcommittee's intended point. It is literally — ; 
accurate to note a coincidence in tic, of the contacts with AMLASH/1 
prior to the death of President Kenned;, but that is all. It is incorrect ‘ 
to say that "CIA had endorsed AMLASH's :roposal." There was no agree- 
ment with AMLASH/1, or commitment to him, and even had Castro learned j 
of the contacts with him there was notiitng to learn beyond the fact 
_of the contact. The relationship was most tenuous and without any | 


support promised to him for whatever h. ;tanned. Castro's "threat" 


| 


--as noted: above--must be considered irrelevant to the substantive 
nature of the AMLASH relationship at i}. t time. 
This viewpoint was conveyed to tic Subcommittee prior to publica- 
: tion of the report. At the same time it was observed that theoretically 
' there was greater possibility of leaks *rom the earlier operations 
Anvolving the criminal underworld, although there was no known evidence 


. of such leaks. While general rather than specific, this could have 


provided more reasonable support for the Subcommittee's view that there 
were CIA operations that should have been reported to the Warren Commission. 
The SSC Subcommittee saw otherwise, outiining its position at page 68 
as follows: 
“ait is unlikely that Castro could have 
- distinguished the CIA plots with the underworld 
; from ‘those plots not backed ty CIA. In fact, 
t _ the methods the CIA used in these attempts were 
designed to prevent the Cuban government from 


{ attributing them to the CIA." 
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- The result this has on the present comment on the SSC Final 
Report may seem anomalous. It places CIA in the position of con- i 
testing the interpretation given the AMLASH operation in the SSC i 
Final Report, and to that extent the thesis that the presentation 
was supposed to support. At the same time, however, we are 
inclined to acknowledge in principle the possibility--not seriously ; 
considered as a likelihood during the Warren Commission tnquiry-- , . | 
that other operations could have suffered the defects attributed 
to the AMLASH operation by the SSC Report. In protesting the | 

presentation in one instance, and the specific conclusions it seeks 


. "to: support, the effect is to disagree with a substantial portion 


of the report as written. On the other hand we tend to not contest 


by the Warren Commission to the anti-Castro programs of the U.S. 
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| " -. a general thesis that more specific attention could have been given 
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“At page 4 of the SSC Final Report Desmond Fitzgerald, ina 
-- meeting with AMLASH/1, is quoted as having: 
" _ “stated the United States would support a coup." 
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Again, at page 19, the report states that Fitzgerald: 
“also gave general assurances that the United 


States would help in bringing about the coup." 4 


a ne ere re ee 


The last version is attributed to the case officer who was present at 


" ‘the meeting in 1963, in his testimony before the SSC fn 1975. This 


me 


presentation of the case officer's statements in 1975 does not match 
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the report of the meeting in 1963, which was written by him at the time. 
In considering the processes by which this version came into being, it 
is noted that the following statement appears at page 37 of the SSC 
Interim Report on Alleged Assassination Plots: 

"Fitzgerald met AMLASH/1 in late fall 1963 and 

promised him that the United States would support 
! a coup against Castro,* , ai 
citing testimony by the case officer who was present at the meeting. 
An interesting footnote (#3) on that page reads as follows: 

"3. The contact plan for the proposed meeting | 


Stated: 'Fitzgerald will represent self as personal 


ean 


‘representative of Robert F. Kennedy who travelled to 
(foreign city) for specific purpose meeting AMLASH/1 


and giving him assurances of full support with 
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: 
t 
f 
a change of the present government in Cuba.'* : | 
. (Emphasis added). 
The underscored portion--the word "with"--in fact read in the actual 


document “if there is." This substitution of language in a purported 


quotation may seem only a matter of nuance, but it treats with what 
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Fitzgerald planned to say, which takes on special significance when 
matched with the expressly limited statements that he actually made | 
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(as discussed at pages 11 and 12 of this annex) and what AMLASH/1 it 


understood (as discussed at pages 13-15). 
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| At page 5 the SSC Final Report quotes officers in CIA responsible 
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a for the investigation at the time of the Warren Commission as stating 


to the SSC that had they known about the AMLASH operation in 1963 it . 
would have affected the investigation. It is only noted that it is 
likely that views elicited from CIA employees in 1975 probably were 


responsive to representations by SSC staff members as to what the 


operation involved, as distinguished from what it actually was. i 
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At page 24 the SSC Final Report contains the following 


statement: 
"According to the 1967 Inspector General Report, 


CIA Headquarters cabled the AMLASH case officer on 
the morning of November 23, and ordered him to break 
contact with AMLASH due to the President's assassi- 
nation and to return to Headquarters." 
- This statement is at least a literary extension of the statement of 7 
: “the IG report, which was in its entirety as follows: 

'. “(The case officer] states that he received an 

OPIM cable from Fitzgerald that night or early 

the next morning telling him that everything was 
ee. 4 off." 

The SSC was unable to 
the reference in the 1967 1G report. His testimony is cited, 


get the case officer to support its expansion on 


va eyo 


apparently despite suggestive prompting, that: 
. he recalled receiving such a cable, but 


could not recall whether it made specific mention 
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of the President's assassination as the reason for 
breaking contact . . ." 
It is noted that the cable was never found; it may never have been 
sent, being a misrecollection of the case officer. In any event, 
the two sources cited in the SSC Report do not support its version. 
keakexekaekuenaet 
Footnote 30 on page 17 treats the question of tne security of the 
AMLASH operation. As noted in the above Yeview of the AMLASH operation, 
AMLASH/1 was on the record as expressing his disenchantment with the 
Castro regime. He had told colleagues of his meetings with AMWHIP/1. 
Through sensitive sources we know that other Cubans were aware of his 
fulminations against the Castro regime. We do not know, beyond these 


generalized statements, what he actually conveyed at that time to what 


persons. We do know how little substance there was to his relationships 


with CIA during this period, and how little he had to tell others were 


he inclined to do so. e . oe 


Assuming that AMLASH/1 was to attempt to organize a coup, he 


“obviously had to try and associate himself with people of a like mind. 


‘To crystallize their support he might have felt constrained to convey 


assurances of external support. To the extent that he may have, we 

do not know whether he would have claimed to have been promised things 
that in fact had been denied him. It was not until much later that the 
question of security--always a consideration, especially when more than 
One person is involved--became a point of sufficient concern for CIA 


to break relations with him. 
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<7 oN Some have speculated that AMLASH/1 was, in some way, Castro's 
provocateur. Such a possibility is always a proper subject for 
consideration. There are questions that feed the theory, but the 


issue remains debatable. We do not offer an opinion here, although 


we do note that he was rewarded strangely if he was. When finally 
arrested he served ten years of a thirty-year term. His public trial { 
did not mention his Agency associations for the period March 1961 to 
November 1964.- An interesting consideration is that when Castro pro- . | 
vided Senator McGovern with a list of persons the Cubans claimed had the 
mission of his assassination, although AMLASH/1] was among those | 
included, the reported period for his activity also omitted this : 
: earlier period. 
kReekekkketkkke ek 
\ - . At page 26 of the SSC Final Report it is stated that on 24 November 


. the Mexico Station responded to a Headquarters request for the names 


at 


% - .0f known contacts of certain Soviet personnel in Mexico City. The SSC 
Report acknowledges that the purpose of obtaining these names was to 
. -determine the significance of. Oswald's contact with Soviets and to mt ; 
assess their activities. The SSC Report states that: . 
“AMLASH's real name was included in the list | 
of names on the Mexico Station cable." 
: . This fis used as a basis for a discussion in the SSC Final Report of why 
the inclusion of that name in the cable did not lead to the identification 
of the AMLASH operation. 
The treatment of this point in the SSC Final Report seems to rest 


| 
i 
| : 

§ oh 
iS: on a misconception of the context in which the name of AMLASH/1 was i ae 
' “ i : 
mentioned. The reference had to do with a contact between a member of ; | [: 
| *. on 23 ee 
’ ! 
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cerning a CIA meeting with AMLASH. The SSC Report states “that the 
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the Soviet embassy and a Cuban cultural attache -- in December 1960 -- 
about a press conference planned for AMLASH/1 in Mextco City in 
February and March 1961. It was not a report of a contact between 
AMLASH/1 and the Soviet, which was the subject of the inquiry; the 
name of AMLASH/1 could well have been omitted from the cable. In 

any event, the Cecember 1960 date preceded the tnauguration of 
President Kennedy, which further removes the question from any 
relevance to the subject. There was no-reason to check the name. 


The presentation in the SSC Final Report is confusing and mislead- 


ing on this point. 
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Page 72 of the SSC Report refers to a July 1964 FBI report con- 


? 


purpose of those meetings had been to plan the assassination of 


0. 
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Castro." This fs the same FBI report that helped confirm the 


‘earlier turn-down of AMLASH/1 at the 29 October 1963 meeting (pages 
14 and 15, this paper). While it stated that “there is now under 
“discussion some plan to kill Fidel Castro" (July 1964) it badly 
mixes times ‘and events. In any event, this aspect of the report 
substantially post-dates the death of President Kennedy, and is 


“not directly relevant to the Warren Commission inquiry. 2 
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At page 75, the SSC Final Report quotes the testimony of the Chie7, 
SAS Counterintelligence. His recollections are very uncertain. He 
is quoted specifically as saying that he could not recall the exact 
time fraze, which is central to analysis of the operation, and speaks 
of his “vague recollections" that the Fitzgerald meeting was related 
to an assassination plot against Castro. The SSC Report nevertheless 
gives this opinion full play despite the extensive qval ification as to 
its reliability. 

kRakEke Kh hae KKK KE 

At pages 68-75 of Book V of the SSC Final Report, consideration 
is given to what was known of the AMLASH operation by certain CIA 
employees, how they understood it, and what conclusions they could or 
should have drawn from what they knew. The treatment seems to accept 
as a preaise that the relationship was an assassination plot. throughout, 
and overlooks the basically inchoate quality of the relationship with 
AMLASH/1 during the period in question. ‘ 

There will always be uncertainties in the developing relationship 
with political action assets; that such was the case with AMLASH/1 is 
noted in the discussion above. In the present instance the uncertainties 
were recognized and clearly recorded, as well as the limits placed on 
positions that would be and were taken with AMLASH/1. It is important 
to keep this in mind in considering the testimony of witnesses, as 


Presented in the SSC Final Report. 
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Different witnesses before the SSC would obviously view the AMLASH 
affair in different lights, the basis for their understanding relating 
to different levels of knowledge at different periods in time. What 
did they know in 1963, and what more did they learn under what circum- 
stances at a later date? What they testified to in 1975--perhaps 
on the basis of representations by SSC staff members as to what it 
was--required quite a clear and precise treatment. The SSC Final 
Report did not accord the subject that treatment. 

eke thteenne 

At pages 78, 79 and 105 of the SSC Final Report reference is made 
to a Cuban exile designated as “A," who informed the FBI and CIA in 
mid-1965 of activities of AMLASH/1 in Cuba to eliminate Castro, and 
of his involvement with CIA. A careful reading of the SSC Report made 
it clear that "A" was unaware of AMLASH/1's 1963 associations with CIA. 

This information, reported in the context of the badly blurred 
time frame of the SSC Final Report, was given a significance that it 
did not otherwise have. First, the information was a year and a half 
after the death of President Kennedy. Further, the informant had no 
knowledge of the earlier period of CIA-AMLASH/1 relationships. When 
this is placed alongside the clear record of the inconclusive nature 
of the relationships in the 1963 period, it becomes something of an 
irrelevancy. It is noted that a footnote in the SSC Report, at this 
point, records the fact that the book of material given to Senator 
McGovern by Castro on persons who allegedly had plotted his 
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assassination also conta‘ned no reference to that period, although 
AMLASH/1's later activities were cited. 
a 
It is useful to recap the sequence of events. The record shows 
that initially there was uncertainty as to what AMLASH/1 represented 
as a potential asset. There was early consideration of his defection, 
which changed to his possible use for intelligence purposes. As his 


self-discipline was assessed as being inadequate for this task it was 


- determined that it was best for him to go it ‘alone, developing his 


own organization for whatever followed. The reservations that were 
held concerning his qualities were reflected in the specifically 
conditional arms-length position taken with him during the period 
preceding President Kennedy's death. He had to succeed with his 
own program before he could expect support from the U.S. 

Eventually -- but not until after the death of President 


Kennedy -- firmer indications of support were offered. Even then 


“ the volume of equipment promised was not large, especially to a 
? man who claimed to have the "necessary people and equipment inside 
. [Cuba] to accomplish (the) overthrow . . ." The nature of the 
“velationship never did firm up. As late as the fall of 1964 

(page 77, Book V of the SSC Final Report) CIA was telling AMLASH/1 


that it could not be associated with his concept of the first step 
of a coup, which he viewed as requiring the death of Castro. While 
one can reason that any association with AMLASH/1 included 

association with all his plans, it nevertheless appears that those 


directly involved structured their thinking differently. 
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ee The Inspector General's report in 1967 treated the AMLASH 
operation in its study of assassination, as did the SSC Interia 


Report on Alleged Assassination Plots. At the time of the 1967 IG 


report there was no issue of how to characterize the operation at i 
different times, and the question was not addressed. Facing that ; 
question now, it is clear that however the operational relationship | 
| fees developed after the death of President Kennedy, it was unformed and i 


without substance during his life. During that time it was not an 
assassination plot. The treatment of this question in the SSC | 


Report is both imprecise and misleading, 
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Volume V of the SSC Final Report conveys an impression of : 
limited effort by CIA in the course of the Warren Commission ' 
inquiry. As is noted in other annexes to the present report, 
CIA did seek and collect information in support of the efforts | 
of the Warren Commission. Additionally, it conducted studies and ‘ 
submitted special analyses and reports. ; 

The following pages I*st reports and other papers submitted 
to the FBI (which had primary responsibility for the investigation) _ 
and to the Warren Commission. It is felt that this compilation F 
{$ appropriate to consideration of the extent of the CIA effort, 
to the extent that it reveals something of the results of that : ' 
effort. td tits = | i 
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The lists fall into the following sections: 
E.1 Dissemination to the Intelligence Community 
So A as £.2. Disseminaticn of Information to the Yarren Commission 


£.3 Disseminations to the FBI on Rumors and Allegations 
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E—.4 Memoranda to Warren Commission 
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AGENCY SUPPORT TO THE FRI AND THE WARREN COMMISSION 


| m 
. 1 
Information received from the Agency's field stations was dis- - pecs’ | 


seminated to appropriate agencies and departments as soon as H 
possible after receipt. The following list of some 100 cabled a _ 
disseminations, CSCI's, and memoranda were forwarded to the Federal “#8 [ 
Bureau of Investigation, et al. The listing covers the period from r 
10 October 1963 through September 1964. 
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AGENCY DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION TO THE INTELLIGENCE 
COMMUNITY (FORMAL AND INFORMAL DISSEMINATIONS 
| II Ut 


#10 October 1963 DIR 74673 (WH/3/Mex ico) 


- "On 1 October 1963, a relfable and sensitive source 

' ° in Mexico City reported that an American male, who 

j . . {dentified himself as Lee OSWALD, contacted the 

} Soviet Embassy in Mexico City ..." Bie 
H Pltcssfss + + Reetpfents:. FBI, I&NS, Navy, State. (Warren Com- isi 
mission] ee te 


* #24 October 1963 DIR 77978 (WH/3/Hexico) 
Request for two copies of most recent photograph of 


| 
ieaek “Fe Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
i Recipients: Navy. (Warren Commission] 


2M ete 


23 November 1963 DIR 34915 (WH/3) 


Information relating to telephone call on 28 Sep- 
tember 1963 to Soviet Embassy in Mexico City. 
Recipient: FBI 


IZ = Document Number 
III - Originating Office 


® «An asterisk indicates that the document was also made available 
: to the Warren Commission. 
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24 November 1963 TDOCS-3/565 ,829 


Subject: Cuban Precautions following Assassination of 
President Kennedy. 

Recipients: State/INR, State/DIR, DIA, Army/ACSI, Navy, 
Air, JCS, SECDEF, NSA, NIC, AID, USIA, OCI, OtE, OCR, 
ORR, 00, EXO. 


25 November 1963 . DIR 84950 (WH/3/Mexico) 


Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the 
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City; 
Contact with Lee Harvey OSWALD. ° 

Recipient: FBI. 


25 November 1963 DIR 84951 (CI/SIG) 
Agency requests information relating to OSWALD's 


Activities in Mexico City. 
Recipient: FBI 


" 26 November 1963 cSCI- (WE/BC) 


Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message. 
Recipient: FBI. + 


. 26 November 1963 _ ” CSCI-3/778,826 (WH/3) 


Subject: Lee-Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assassin of 
' President Kennedy. €ncloses transcripts of tele- 

phone calls made on 27 and 28 September and 1 and 

3 October 1963. 

Recipient: FBI. 


26 Novenber 1963 CSCI-3/778 ,829 (WH/3) 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assassin of 
President Kennedy. (Encloses transcripts of tele- 
phone calls made by OSWALD or concerning OSWALD 
between 27 September and 3 October 1963). 
NB: This dissemination may be identical with 
CSCI-3/778,826. The above CSCI number appears to 
be the correct one, according to a copy of the 

- document in CI/SIG file No. 568. . 
Recipient: rele : 
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26 November 1963 DIR 85069 (WH/3) 


Subject: Travel of Pro-Communist Costa Rican Congress- 
man to Texas on 26 November 1963. 
Recipient: FBI 


*26 November 1963 DIR 85089 (C/WH/3) i 
Gilberto ALVARADO, a professed Castroite Nicaraguan, 
stated to U.S. Embassy in Mexico City on 26 November ; 


1963 that “on 18 September 1963 he saw Lee Harvey 

OSWALD receive six thousand five hundred dollars in 

a meeting inside the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City*. } 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service : 
received copy. [Warren Comission] 


26 November 1963 DIR 85176 (WH/3) 


Subject: Marina Nikolaeva OSWALD (information volun- 
teered on Marina OSWALD by Moroccan student Mohamed 
REGGAB studying in West Germany). 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
1 received copy. 


26 November 1963 = =~ —SsS=éDIR.-- 85177 (WH/3/Mexico) 


: 
emma er 


! . Subject: Telephone communication between Cuban President 
_ DORTICOS and Joaquin HERNANDEZ Armas, Cuban Ambassadro to 
Te Mexico. ay 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re- 
ceived copy. 
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"26 November 1963 ~~” —‘Unnumbered (c1/st6) ee 


- Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10815. 
Recipient: FBI. 


26 November 1963 _ Unnumbered (cI/st6) 


' Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10816. cy 
Recipient: FBI. } 
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27 November 1963 CSCI-3/778 ,881 (WH/3/Mexico) i 


\ Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in 
t Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963. 
Recipient: FBI. 


*27 November 1963 DIR 85182 (WH/3/Mexico) 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. On 23 November, Richard 

. Thomas GIBSON, an American living in Switzerland, who os | 
was acquainted with OSWALD, made statements regarding : i 
latter to a close friend in Bern. | 
Recipi2nts: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [Warren Commission] i 


27 Novenber 1963 DIR 85195 (C/WH/3) 


United States Ambassador to Mexico requests passage ‘ : 

of message to Secretary of State RUSK, Mr. McCONE, i 4 
and Mr. HOOVER. 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. - 


27 November 1963 DIR 85196 (C/WH/3) 


. . According to information from Nicaraguan Security 
_ Service, Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte was a Nicaraguan 
intelligence source from 1962 to August 1963. 
Coe so oe Recipients: FSI, State, White House; Secret Service 
| received copy. 


*27 Hovember 1963 sOOIR 85199 (WH/3/Mexico) 


' “a ' Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. . 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [Warren Commission] 


27 November 1963 DIR 85222 (WH/3/Mexico) 


Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the 
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City, 
contact of Lee Harvey OSWALD. 

Recipient: FBI. 
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27 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,881 (WH/3/Mexico) 


: Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in 
Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963. 
Recipient: FBI. 


*27 Hovember 1963 DIR 85182 (WH/3/Mexico) 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. On 23 November, Richard | 

Thomas GIBSON, an American living in Switzerland, who i 

was acquainted with OSWALD, made statements regarding i: 

latter to a close friend in Bern. | 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 

received copy. [Warren Commission] t 
i: 


27 Nov -nber 1963 DIR 85195 (C/WH/3) 


United States Ambassador to Mexico requests passage { zm 

- .Of message to Secretary of State RUSK, Mr. McCONE, a 4 

. and Mr. HOOVER. ; : 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
‘ hats 7.» veceived copy. - 


27 November 1963 .., DIR 85196 (C/WH/3) 


{ 
i ; 
' : .' .... Acearding to information from Nicaraguan Security 
r.:.: .: _. Service, Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte was a Nicaraguan 
intelligence source from 1962 to August 1963. 
| 
pl 3 es Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
| received copy. ; 
“#27 November 1963 DIR 85199. (WH/3/Mex ico) 
~ Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. . 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [Warren Commission] 
27 November 1963 DIR 85222 (WH/3/Mexico) 
oe Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the : 
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City, i 


contact of Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
Recipient: FBI. 
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" 27 November 1963 DIR 85573 


"> 27 November 1963. 


' 27-flovember 1963 


—sechit 


27 November 1963 DIR 35246 (WH/3) 


Dr. Jose GUILLERMO Aguirre of Mexico reports information 
regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
_ received copy. (Also relayed to S. PAPICH of the FBI 
by CI Staff on 27 November 1963.) 


27 November 1963 . ° DIR 85471 (C/WH/3) 


Subject: Rearrest of Silvia GURAN. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 


° (WH/3/Mexico) 


information from U.S. Ambassador MANN for Secretary 
of State RUSK regarding Ambassador HERNANDEZ, Cuban 
Ambassador to Mexico, and Gilberto ALVARADO. 

_ Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 


_ | Unnumbered (CI/S1G) 
Information on Ernesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by tele- 
phone to S..PAPICH. ‘ 
ie nk Recipient: FBI. — fe, 
"2°27 November 1963... =- Unnumbered’. = (CI/SI6) 


Information regarding photographic coverage of 
Cuban and Soviet Embassies in Mexico City passed 


i" ** . to S. PAPICH of the FBI. 


Recipient: FBI. 
Unnumbered (CI/SIG) 


Telephone contact with S. PAPICH with regard to 
OSWALD's presenc2 in New Orleans in September 1963. 
Recipient: FBI. - 4 


298 November 1963. —>=DIR.- 85657. (C/WH/3) 


On 26 November 1963 a British journalist named John 
WILSON-HUDSON gave information to the American Em- ; 
bassy in London indicating that an “American gangster- 
type named RUBY" visited Cuba around 1959. : 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 
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*28 November 1963 DIR 85662 (C/wH/3) 
Further interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte, 
Recipfents: FBI, State, White House. [Warren i 
Commission] 
‘ : } 
; *28 November 1963 DIR 85665 (C/WH/3) 
The Hague Station reports that on 23 November 1963, } 
a local Castroite named Maria SNETHLAGE talked to i 
Third Secretary Ricardo SANTOS of the Cuban Embaasy. i 
SNETHLAGE claimed she knew the Mr. LEE [sic] who ! 
murdered President Kennedy. ° 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
_ received copy. [Warren Commission] 
29 November 1963 CSCI-3/778 ,893 (WH/3/Mex tco) 
Subject: Interrogation of Silvia Tirado de DURAN 
‘ ; - and Horacio OURAN Navarro. 
‘ a Recipient: FBI. 
. #29 November 1963 - DIR 85666 
- -2+- Acting upon FBI request, the Agency requests ALVARADO - 
2°i.:1.2 be turned over to Mexican authorities for additional 
Pe interrogation and investigation. 
aa-:-' -»;. Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Com. 
raze), Mission) | ae 
1.2 29 November 1963. - =-—s-dDIR 85668 ee (WH/3/Mex ico) 
_ Highlights from interrogation of Horacio DURAN Navarro 
see and his wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN. 
: z:.~  ,. Recipients: FBI, State, White House- 
i ; 
| _. *29 November 1963 DIR 85670 (C/WH/3) 
i 72" + Sensitive sources ... have reported that when the 
-., °° 23 November arrest of Silvia DURAN became known to 
j ; the personnel of the Cuban Embassy there was a 
; i$ ° 72: “great deal of discussion. 
| ‘ns “- ce Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren 
| Ft. ++ Commission] : 
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29 November 1963 DIR 85676 (WH/3/Mexico) | 
Subject: Travel of Soviet diplomatic couriers. 
Recipient: FBI. 
*29 November 1963 DIR 85691 (C/WH/3) ! 
Series of anonymous telephone calls to the office of 
the Naval Attache in Canberra, Australia, by a man ; 
claiming to have knowledge about a Soviet plot to i 
assassinate Kennedy. i 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. 7 i 
29 November 1963 DIR 85714 (C/WH/3) 
Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on 
28 November. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. : 
*29 November 1963 ~ DIR 85715 (WH/3/Mexico) 
Subject: Travel of Lee Harvey OSWALD (October 1959 3 
; - to May 1962). ’ 
: ia Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service : 
i - veceived copy. : 
29 November 1963 DIR 85744 = = (C/wH/3) 
Interrogation of Gilbert ALVARADO Ugrate. 
; Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
1. received copy. 
*29 November 1963 DIR 35758 (WH/3/Mexico) 
Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and 
Horacio DURAN Navarro. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [Warren Comnission] 
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*29 November 1963 DIR 85770 (C/WH/3) 
Series of incidents which have produced a report alleging 
advance information on assassination. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re- 
ceived copy. [Warren Comnission] 

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG) 


Telephone contact with S. PAPICH concerning rumor that 


Oswald had made a bank deposit. be. 


29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum  (C1/SIG) 
Telephone contact with S. PAPICH relaying the Director's 
suggestion that FBI check al] bank accounts and safe 
deposit records in New Orleans, Fort Worth, and Dallas. 

30 November 1963 CSCI-3/778/894 
Subject: Article in 29 November 1963 issue of Washington 
Post suggesting two men involved in assassination. 

; Recipient: FBI. . 
. *30 November 1963 | DIR 86063 (C/WH/3) 


Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte admits his story a fabrication. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission] 


3 December 1963 “PIR 86496 (C/WH/3) 


1 Mesa ne et 


Information relating to OSWALD's presence in Mexico. 
Reciptent: FBI. a . 


*4 December 1963 DIR 86702 (C/WH/3) 


Travel information regarding OSWALD and his wife, 
: June 1962. 
i : Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service | 
received copy. [Warren Commission} 
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5 December 1963 DIR 87189 (C/WH/3) 


Known Soviet intelligence officer in New Delhi 
demanding full probe into assassination. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 


*6 December 1963 DIR 87520 (C/WH/3) 


Correction of DIR 87502. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. (Warren Commission) 


*7 December 1963 DIR 37667 : (C/WH/3/) 


Reinterrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO concluded. 
Recipient: FBI. (Warren Commission) 


9 December 1963 DIR 87731 (WH/3/Mexico) 


Richard BEYMER, American movie actor, in touch with 
Cuban Embassy, Mexico City. 
Recipient: FBI. 


*9 December 1963 DIR 87796 (WH/3) 


Letter mailed in Stockholm on 25 November 1963 
alleging assassination arranged by Communist 


_ Chinese. : 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 


received copy. [Warren Commission 
9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG) 


Telephone contact with S. PAPICH regarding identity 
of a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy 
prepared and executed jointly by the Communist 
Chinese and Cubans through intermediaries. (See 
JMWAVE 8658 IN 75902). : 

Recipient: FBI. 


11 December 1963 TDCSDB 3/658, 408 


Subject: Comments of Soviet official regarding 
(a) Moscow views on international situation 
following death of President Kennedy, and (b) 
resumption of disarmament talks. 
Recipients: Genera] distribution. 
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12 December 1963 CSCI-3/779, 048 (C/WH/3) 
Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (also: WILSON-HUDSON, 
John; WILSON, John Hudson. ) 
Recipient: FBI. 


*12 December 1963 DIR 88643 


usr of 


“ned. 


Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of Presi- 
dent Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa 


Rica. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Com- 
mision] 

12 December 1963 DIR 88682 (C/WH/3) 


Cuban Ambassador to France received instructions not 
to comment upon the assassination. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 
12 December 1963 DIR 88747 (C/WH/3) 


Subject: Second Interrogation of Silvia DURAN. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 


*13 December 1963 ". CSCI-3/779,136 (C/WH/3) 


. Subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO. 


Recipfent: FBI. (Warren Cummission] 


16 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,135 (C/WH/3) 
Subject: Peter DERYABIN's Comments on Kennedy 
Assassination. 

- Recipient: FBI. 
*18 December 1963 . DIR 89970 : (C/WH/3) 


Further information on Richard Thomas GIBSON. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. (Warren Commission] 
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*18 December 1963 DIR 89980 
Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her first 
interrogation. 


Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. (Warren Commission] 


19 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,225 


Subject: Nomenclature of Weapon Possibly Owned by 
Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
Recipient: FBI. 


19 December 1963 CSDB-3/658,870 (WH/Reports) 


Subject: a. Disagreements between Fidel CASTRO and 
: Rauo ROA y Garcia. 


b. Probable Future Plan of Action. for 
Carlos RAFAEL Rodriguez. 
Recipients: State (Miami) and others (not identified. 


27 December 1963 SS —sSYCSSCI-3/779,, 297 4 


¢ 
sa 


Subject: Assassination of President Kennedy (arranged 
by the Cuban Government and the Communist Chinese). 
Recipient: FBI. : 


3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG) 
‘Telephone contact with S. PAPICH on 3 January 1964 


regarding newspaper article appearing in £1 Caribe 
on 27 November 1963 and possible connection with 


ALVARADO's interview in the U.S. Embassy on 26 November. 


Recipient: FBI. 
*10 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,482 (WH/3/Mexico) 


Subject: Second Mexican Interrogation of Silvia OURAN. 
Recipient: FBI. [warren Commission] 
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14 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,510 (CI/S16) - | 

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. : 
(Regarding liaison with FBI and latter's handling of an 

information from CIA.) ' 

Recipient: FBI. 

t 

27 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,729 (CI/SIG) : 

Subject: Possible Relatives of Marina Nikolayevna ‘ 

OSWALD. ; ee i i 

Recipient: FBI. t 

30 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,814 (CI/SIG) 


Subject: Jack L. RUBY, Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
Recipient: FBI. 


4 February 1964 CSCI-3/779,817 (SR/CI/R) 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information on names, 
addresses, and telephone numbers relating to the 
Soviet Union. ) 

Recipient: FBI. 


18 February 1964 OOP 4-0860 
Memorandum for the Ofrector, Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. Subject: Assassination of John F. : 
Kennedy. | 
Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission] ; 


18 February 1964 DDP 4-086) 


a eee 


Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. Subject: Assassination of 
President John F. Kennedy. 

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission] 


18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862 . fl 


Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret 
Service. Subject: Assassination of President 
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John F. Kennedy. (Verification of entry in "Historic 
Diary" relating to QSWALD's attempted suicide. ) 
Recipient: Secret Service. {Copy to Warren Commission] 


| 
| 


18 February 1964 DDP 4-0864 


Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. Hughes, The Director of 
Intelligence and Research, Department of State. 
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy - 
Verification of Entry in "Historic Diary". 

Recipient: State. [Copy to Warren Commission] 


20 February 1964 CSCI-3/779,988 (SR/CI/R) 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information regarding 
SETYAEVA and RAHM. ) 

Recipient: FBI. i x 

22 February 1964 DIR 03101 (C/WH/3) 


Subject: Further Information Provided by. Moroccan 
Student Mohamed REGGAB. 


: 
i 
! 
| Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service). | ie 4 a & 
11 March 1964 ~— esct-3/780,344 1 ES : 
|. PTR Oe coro 
‘e Subject: Sunmary of Findings in Regard to Allegations 4 f | ce i 
i by Mohamed REGGAB Relative to Marina QSWALD. ne SS ie 
\ 7 Recipient: FBI. / 4 
7 20 March 1964 cScI-3/780,612 (SR/CI/R) | eee ee 
| Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. : a 0 : 
i (Photograph of an individual closely resembling wes ee Ae 1 
OSWALD). te SES SDE ee 
H Recipient: FBI. ‘ i 
“° 16 April 1964 CSCI-3/780, 996 (SR/CI/R) eh 
Bae ere ee 
Subject: Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO. ; “ 2 a 
Recipient: FBI. : ra [ ! ; 
20 April 1964 CSDB-3/660,704 ee 


Subject: Plans by British and French to Publish 
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination. . 
Recipient: FBI (?) DOF 
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22 April 1964 CSCI-3/780,881 (SR/CI/R) 49 i 
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. | 
(Information regarding Lydia DYMITRUK.) 

Recipient: FBI. 
30 April 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG) 


Telephone Contact with S. PAPICH on 29 November 
advising PAPICH to contact SOLIE of the Office 
of Security for information. 


8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351 f 
i ? 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 

; Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook. f 
Recipient: Copy of attachment forwarded to FBI. : 


11 May 1964 csc. CSCI-3/781,172 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Traces on Soviet names, 
addresses, and telephone numbers from an address book 


f 


belonging to Marina OSWALD.) ! 
Recipient: FBI. ; oe 

Fes 

13 May 1964 CSCI-3/781,282 (SR/CI/R) | 9 


en ea 


? : 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Identification 
of photographs sent to CIA by FBI.) 8, be 
Recipient: FBI. ; - 


@ 15 May 1964 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
i Subject: Role of Cuban Intelligence Service in 
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service 
-to the Assassination of President Kennedy. 
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A 
13 May 1964 CSCI-3/781 ,351 | 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Access to Classified i 
Information about the U-2. to. 
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission - DOP 4-2444] 
19 May 1964 CSCI-3/781 ,386 4 
Subject: Paul DIMITRIK (aka Pavel DIMITRUK). ; 
Recipient: Navy. ; | 
5 June 1964 CSCI-3/781 ,543 (CI/R&A) 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Use of Machine Colla- I 
tion Program to Check Out Cubans Mentioned in Letter ' 
of 27 November 1963 from Mario del ROASRIA Milina. 
10 June 1964 CSCI-3/781 ,841 (CI/R8A) : . 
-- Subject: Informaticn Concerning Jack Ruby. 
Recipient: FBI. 
4 
29 June 1964 CSCI-3/782 ,058 { 
- Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. i i 
Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD was i 
in Tangier, Morocco. ; 
Recipient: FBI. (Warren Commission] 
! 
2 July 1964 pop 4-3401 i 
ft “ed 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. ! ie 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. re sae 
’ Recipient: Copy to FBI. ; 
6 July 1964 DP 4-3470 
1 . ; fy 
| “Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. boy 
| Subject: Statements Reportedly Made by George and f ie 
Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT Concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD oe 
| and the Assassination of John F. Kennedy. a 
| Recipient: Copy to FBI. , : 
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27 August 1964 CSCI-316/00856-64 


Subject: No Indication of Subject's Defection Having 
Been Used for Propaganda by the Soviet Union. 
Recipient: FBI. 

3 September 1964 DDP 4-4600 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban 


Government. 
Recipient: Copy to FBI. 
1 October 1964 DOP 4-5110 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. : 
Subject: Joachim JOESTEN. 
Recipient: Copy to FBI. 


6 October 1964 CSCI-316/01446-64 


Subject: VIADUCT Interview on 9 September 1964; His 
Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI. 
Recipient: FBI. at 


23 October 1964 CSCI-316/01709-64 


Subject: Raymond F. FRIESECKE. 
Recipient: FBI. 


CSC1-316/01779-64 
: Subject: Testimony in the Warren Commission Report in 
the Assassination of President Kennedy. 
Recipient: FSI. 
23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64 
Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of 
Cuban Involvement in Assassination. 
Recipient: FBI. 
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SECRET 


2 March 1965 CSCI-316/00925-65 


Subject: Marvin KANTOR, Possible Connection with Investi- 
gation of Lee Harvy and Marina OSWALD. 
Recipient: FBI. 


8 April 1965 CSCI-316/01398-65 


Subject: Correspondence to the Soviet Embassy in Mexico ; 
City. OES s 
Recipfent: FBI. [Copy to Secret Service] a | 


30 June 1965 CSCI~316/02654-65 


Subject: Silvia DURAN. 
Recipient: FI. 


2 September 1966 CSCI-316/04482-66 


Subject: Rima Z4!1ROOK, Lee Harvey OSWALD's Intourist 
Guide in Moscow. 
Recipient: FBI. 


"9 May 1967 CSCI-316/02153-67 


; : Subject: BEAUBOVEFF apparently to be used as a pawn by 
{ : : Jim GARRISON to show that OSWALD was a CIA agent and 

: was to be used to assassinate Fidel CASTRO. GARRISON 
alleges he has letters signed by CIA representatives or 
by Senator Robert KENNEDY authorizing certain Americans 
to®work with Cubans for the assassination of CASTRO. 
This memroandum is intended to record that such letters 
never existed and therefore could not be in GARRISON's 
possession. 

Recipient: FBI. 


i 
t 
14 June 1967 CSCI-316/02669-67 

Subject: Allegations of Unidentified Woman Regarding 


Mario GARCIAS et al. 
Recipient: FBI 
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24 July 1967 CSC1-316/03243-67 


Subject: Allegation of Oscar COUNTRERAS, Mexican newsman, 
that OSWALD visited UNAM Campus shortly after the Cuban 
Embassy refused him a visa to visit Cuba. CONTRERAS * 
statement of dubious credibflity; information passed to 
Mexican authorities. 

Recipient:, FBI. 


7 May 1968 CSCI-316/01678-68 


Subject: Promotional Literature Concerning the Allesed 

Assassination Conspiracy of JFK Written and Mailed by 

Joachim JOESTEN in Support of District Attorney Jim 

GARRISCN's Allegations. 

Recipient: FBI. 
16 September 1969 CSCI-316/03323-69 
Subject: Charles William THOMAS. 
Recipient: FBI. 


DISSEMINATION OF REPORTS TO CI STAFF 
Since CI Staff held the Agency's official file on OSWALD, 
all cable traffic (theoretically) including disseminations by 
cable was sent to the Staff for filing in the official file. Ad- 
ditionally, cables disseninations were released by CI/Liaison. 
Copfes were, therefore, available to the Staff. 


Since CI Staff released 211 long-form CSCI's, coordinated 
on short-form CSCI's, and maintained the CSCI log, the CI Staff 
received copies of all CSCI's. 


DISSEMINATION OF MATERIAL TO THE WARREN COMMISSION 


eee —e——eEeeE——eEeeee—eeeeeee 


13 December 1963 {Commission Document No. 100] 


Memorandum 

Subject: Analysis of World Reaction to President 
Kennedy's Assassination. 

(Supplied by A. W. DULLES.) 
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21 January 1964 {Commission Document No. 300] 


Note from Richard HELMS, DGP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Attachments: a. Recent Soviet Statements on 
Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
b. FBIS-28 on OSWALD case. 


21 January 1964 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Draft Questions for Submission to the 
Government of the Soviet Union. 


22 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 691] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Suggested Questions for Marina OSWALD. 


25 January 1964 {Commission Document No. 321] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Chronology of Lee Harvey OSWALD's Stay in 
the Soviet Union. 
Alphabetical List of Persons in the Soviet 
Union Who Were Known to or Mentioned by 
Lee Harvey OSKALD or His Wife. 


31 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 347] 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Information Developed by CIA on the Activity 
of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City, 28 September - 3 
October 1963. 

5 February 1964 
Note from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Fourteen attachments including recent Soviet State- 
ments on Lee Harvey OSWALD (as of 5 February 1964). 

5 February 1964 [Commission Document No. 361] 
Memorandum from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to 


J. Lee RANKIN forwarding three copies of Appendix B, 
a summary biography of Mrs. OSWALD and her relatives. 
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8 February 1964 [Commission Docjment No. 1182] 


Letter from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to J. Lee “ 
RANKIN regarding Soviet weapon mentioned in one of 

Lee Harvey OSWALD's documents. 

{Information passed to FBI.] 


18 February 1964 


Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation, attention Mr. S. J. PAPICH. Subject: Assassi- 
nation of President John F. Kennedy. (Request for 
information which might be helpful in interpreting 
available materials relating to OSWALD's activities 


abroad.) 
{Copy to Warren Commission. ] 
18 February 1964 DOP 4-0860 


Memorandum for the Director, Federal Sureau of Investi- 
gation, attention Mr. S. J. PAPICH. Subject: Assassi- 
nation of John F. Kennedy. (Request for information 
relating to OSWALD's attempted suicide.) 

{Copy to Warren Conmission.] - 


18 February 1964 DOP 4-0861 


Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation, attention Mr. S. J. PAPICH. Subject: Assassi- 
nation of President John F. Kennedy. (Request for copies 
of 47 photographs found among the effects of Lee Harvey 


OSWALD. ) : 
(Copy to Warren Commission. ] 
18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862 


Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service; 
signed by Richard HELMS, DDP. Subject: Assassination 
of President John F. Kennedy. (Verification of entry 
in "Historic Diary" relating to OSWALD's attempted 
suicide.) 

(Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.] 
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18 February 1964 DOP 4-0864 


Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. HUGHES, The Director of 
Intelligence and Research, Department of State. 
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. 
(Verification of Entry in “Historic Diary". ) 

(Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.] 


19 February 1964 (Commission Document No. 384] 


Menorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
(TS No. 187908.) Subject: Information Developed by 
CIA on the Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico 
City, September 28 to October 3, 1963. 


19 February 1964 OOP 4-4581 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Cuban Consulate and Embassy in Mexico City. 


*21 February 1964 DDP 4-0940 {Commission Document No. 426] 


{ 
{ 
| Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
| Subject: Translations of Interrogations Reports of 
i Silvia DURAN. 
H Attachments: OUT Telegram No. 35758, 29 November 1963. 
: Translation of Interrogation of Silvia 
DIRAN and Horacio DURAN Navarro. 
CSCI-3/779,482 of 10 January 1964. Trans- 
lation of Official Mexican Polic Report 
on the Second Interrogation of Silvia 
DURAN. 


| 

{ 

5 March 1964 ODP 4-1171 {Commission Document No. 448} 

j Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations 

| by Mohammed REGGAB Relative to Marina OSWALD. 

| *6 March 1964 DOP 4-1224 {Commission Document No. 692] 

| Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 


Subject: Information in CIA's Possession Regarding 
Lee Harvey OSWALD Prior to November 22, 1963. 
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18 March 1964 DDP 4-1423 [Commission Document No. 528) 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Article Alleging that OSWALD was Interviewed 
by CIA in Moscow. 


24 March 1964 DOP 4-1555 (Commission Document No. 674] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Information Disseminated to the Secret . 
Service but not yet made available to the President's ce 
Commission. 


*24 March 1964 DDP 4-1554 [Commission Document No. 631] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 

Subject: CIA Cissemination of Information on Lee 

Harvey OSWALD, Dated 10 October 1963. 

Attachments: ae a No. 74673, dated 10 October 
963 


OUT Hessage No. 77978, dated 23 October 
96 


25 March 1964 ODP 4-1576 


Note from Richard HELMS to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Attachment: Five copies of "Rumors about Lee Harvey 
' OSWALD", dated 23 March 1964. 


27 March 1964 ODP 4-1606 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to Thomas L. HUGHES, 


i 

Director of Intelligence and Research, Department of 
; State. Subject: Verification of Entry in "Historic 
i 


Diary". 
[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.] 


#31 March 1964 DDP 4-1655 [Commission Document No. 698] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
| Subject: Reports on Activities and Travel of Lee 
H Harvey OSWALD and Marina Nikolevna OSWALD. 
| Attachments: OUT Message No. 86702, 4 December 1963, ; ‘ : 


! 
| 
( i 
: ° 
a, t 
S) 22 
ak ! 
Ane 
. Vile, : 
SO hee 9 DATE le Rag Siac Ley 3+ = A eee et Es Ait ne POS SEN ey Soe Sts ~ Tn wal ty | 
i 
iiisyth co Eur Sy 
steels 
Be ne Oe Ea aig 


g00000 


SECRET ’ 


to the White House, the Department of State, and the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the 
Secret Service. 


QUT Message No. 97520, dated 6 December 
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, 
and the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to 
the Secret Service. eter » 


OUT Message No. 85715, dated 29 November 
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the 
Secret Service. 


QUT Message No. 85182, dated 22 November 
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the 
Secret Service. 


OUT Message No. 85665, dated 28 November 
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with ace to the 
Secret Service. 


*3 April 1964 DOP 4-1699 (coma teeion pocuneat No. 710) 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 

Subject: Richard Thomas GIBSON. 

Attachment: OUT Message No. 89970, dated 18 December 

1963, to White House, Department of State, and the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to the : 
Secret Service. 


6 April 1964 DDP 4-1739 (Commission Document No. 708] 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Reply to Questions Contained in Your Memo- 
randum dated 12 March 1964. ("Certain Questions Posed 
by the State Department Files") 


7 April 1964 DOP 4-1787 [Commission Document No. 726] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN After Her First 
Interrogation. 
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7 April 1964 DDP 4-1786 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Mohammed REGGAB. 


20 April 1964 ODP 4-1997 [Commission Document No. 817] 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: .BND Report Pertaining to Allegations ‘Con- 
cerning Anton ERDINGER. 
21 April 1964 
Letter from Raymond G. ROCCA to Mr. Samuel A. STERN. 
Attachment: CSDB 3/660,704 (Plans: of British and 
French Publishing Firms to Publish the Thomas 
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination of President 
Kennedy. ) 
24 April 1964 ODP 4-2099 [Commission Document No. 844] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Lydia DIMYTRUK; Acquaintance of Marina OSWALD. 


29 April 1964 DDP 4-2160 [Commission Doc'iment No. 871] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
SUBJECT: Photograph of Lee Harvey OSWALD. 


4 May 1964 DDP 4-2256 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
‘Subject: Additional Information on Lee Harvey OSWALD. 


6 May 1964 DOP 4-2296 [Commission Document No. 902] 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Criteria for Dissemination of Information to 
the Secret Service; Recommendations of the Central 
Intelligence Agency Relative to Presidential Protection. 

8 May 1964 DOP 4-2351 [Commission Document No. 911] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Marina OSWALD‘'s Notebook. 
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13 May 1964 DOP 4-2444 [Commission Document No. 931] 


Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALO's Access to Classified Informa- 
tion about the U-2. 

(CSC1-3/781,351 - copy to Warren Commission] 


15 May 1964 [Commission Document No. 935] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, OOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Role of the Cuban Intelligence Service in 
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service 
to the Assassination of President Kennedy. 

[Copy to FBI] 


19 May 1954 DDP 4~-2533 [Commission Document No. 944] 


Memcrandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Hours of Work at Cuban and Soviet Consulates; 
Procedures and Regulations for Issuance of Cuban Visas; 
Mexican Control of U.S. Citizens' Travel to and from 
Cuba. 


*19 May 1964 DDP 4-2534 {Commission Document No. 943] 


Memorandum from Rixhard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Allegations of Pfc. Eugene B. DINKIN, U.S. 
Army, Relative to Assassination Plot Against Presi- 
dent Kennedy. 

Attachment: OUT Message No. 85770, dated 29 November 
1963, to the White House, State Department, and the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to the 
Secret Service. 


*22 May 1964 ODP 4-2624 [Commission Document No. 971] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States 
Embassy in Canberra, Australia, Relative to Planned 
Assassination of President Kennedy. 

Attachment: OUT Message No. 85691, dated 29 November 
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to 
the Secret Service. 
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27 May 1564 ODP 4-2688 (Commission Document No. 985] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Letter Accusing the Chinese Communists of 
Plotting the Assassination of President Kennedy. 
Attachment: QUT Message No. 87796, dated 9 December 
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to 
the Secret Service. 


27 May 1964 DOP 4-2692 [Commission Document No. 990] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Discussion between Chairman KHRUSHCHEV and 
Mr. Drew PEARSON Regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD. 


1 June 1964 DOP 4-274) (Commission Document No. 1000] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. 
Attachments: OUT Message No. 85089, dated 26 November 
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO. 

OUT Message No. 85199, dated 27 November 
1963; subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. . 

Message No. 85662, dated 28 November 

1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO. : 

OUT Message No. 86063, dated 30 November © 
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO. 

OUT Message No. 85666, dated 28 November 
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO. 

OUT Message No. 87667, dated 7 December 
1963; subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. id 

Memorandum, dated 12 December 1963; 
subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO. 


| OR ae meaner eee eae mete ne ee ee 


3 June 1964 DDP 4-2764 [Commission Document No. 1002] 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. ; 
Subject: Documents on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furnished by : 
the Soviet Government. 

3 June 1964 DOP 4-2770 [Commission Document No. 1012] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject. George and Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT. 
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4 June 1964 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Information Developed on the Activity of Lee 
Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City. 


5 June 1964 DOP 4-2844 [Commission Document No. 1041] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Allegations Regarding Intelligence Training 
School in Minsk, USSR. 


10 June 1964 DOP 4-2922 (Commission Document No. 1054) 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack 
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates. 


*12 June 1964 DDP 4-2988 [Commission Document No. 1089] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President 
Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica. 
Attachment: OUT Message No. 88643, dated 12 December 
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and the , 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
7 


19 June 1964 DOP 4-3169 (Commission Document No. 1131) 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Soviet Brainwashing Techniques. 


26 June 1964 DOP 4-3366 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Soviet Brainwashing Techniques 


29 June 1964 DDP 4-3347 [Commission Document No. 1188] 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD was 
in Tangier, Morocco. 

(Copy to the FBI.) 
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1 July 1964 DOP 4-3389 [Commission Document No. 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Arrival Time in Helsinki © 
on 10 October 1959. 


2 July 1964 DOP 4-340] (Commission Document No. 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD (Remarks by Soviet Consul 
Pavel Antonovich YATSKOV). 

{Copy to the FBI.] 


6 July 1964 DDP 4-3470 [Commission Document No. 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Statements Reportedly Made by George and 
Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT Concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD 
and the Assassination of President Kennedy. 

{Copy to the FBI.) 


22 July 1964 ODP 4-3712 {Commission Document No. 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 

Subject: Apparent Inconsistencies in Material Fur- 

Sieee the Comnission by CIA and the Department of 
tate. 


23 July 1964 DOP 4-3769 (Commission Document No. 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. 

Attachment: Affidavit respecting origin and circum- 

stances of a photograph of an unknown individual 
furnished by this Agency to the FBI on 22 November 
963. 


23 July 1964 DOP 4-3770 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
Attachments: Translation (original documents included.) 
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31 July 1964 DOP 4-3916 [Commission Document No. 1358] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. : 
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet 
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964, 


i 7 August 1964 DOP 4-4037 (Commission Document No. 1356] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
j Subject: Soviet Hunting Societies. 


28 August 1964 DDP 4-4479 (Commission Document No. 1443] 


Memorandum from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to J. 
Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Konstantin Petrovich SERGIEVSKY. 


31 August 1964 DOP 4-458} 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Cuban Consulate and Embassy in Mexico City. 


3 September 1964 DOP 4-4600 [Document No. 50, List 2] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 7, 
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplies by the Cuban Government. i 
(Copy to the FBI} 


14 September 1964 DOP 4-4775 [Commission Document No. 1483] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet 
Tourist Visas in Wester Europe in 1964. 


1 September 1964 DDP 4-4793 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Publication of Documents Furnished to the 
Commission by the Central Intelligence Agency. 


11 September 1964 DOP 4-4794 (Commission Document No. 1479] 


Subject: Certain Questions Posed by the State Depart- 


| 

| 

| 

| 
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} Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
: ment Files. (Revised) (Attachment to CD No. 1479) | 
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11 September 1964 DOP 4-4795 (Commission Document No. 1479} 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Soviet Hunting Societies. (Revised) 
(Attachment to CD No. 1479.) 


11 September 1964 DOP 4-4796 [Commission Document No. 1479] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet 
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964. 


15 September 1964 DDP 4-480] [Commission Document No. 1493] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack 
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates. 


17 September 1964 DOP 4-4823 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
- Subject: Hours of Work at Cuban and Soviet Consulates; 
Procedure and Regulations for Issuance of Cuban Visas; 
euieen Control of U.S. Citizens’ Travel to and from 
uba. ' 


17 September 1964 , DOP 4-4838 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: State Department Files. 


17 September 1964 ODP 4-4893 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Valeriy Viadimirovich KOSTIKOV. 


17 September 1964 DOP 4-484] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Regarding Agency approval 
for the publication of memorandum, dated 2 July 1964, 
concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD. Not authorized.) 
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18 Septenber 1964 DDP 4-4847 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: COmmunications from the Department of State. 


18 September 1964 DOP 4-4848 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Departure from the USSR of Soviet Citizens 
Married to Foreigners. 

18 September 1964 DOP 4-4850 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Passport and Visa Office. 


18 September 1964 DOP 4-4873 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Intourist Hotels in Moscow. 


18 September 1964 ODP 4-4882 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Technical Examination of Photographs of Lee 
Harvey OSWALD's Application for a Cuban Visa. 

18 September 1964 DOP 4-4886 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Resettlement of U.S. Defectors in the USSR. 


22 September 1964 DOP 4-4921 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. - : 
Subject: Silvia Tirado Bazan de DURAN. i 


17 September 1964 DDP 4-4922 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. — 


Subject: Eusebio AZQUE [sic - AZCUE] - Former Cuban 
Consul, Mexico City. 
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18 September 1964 DOP 4-4952 


Memorandua from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lea RANKIN. 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSKLAD. (Information regarding 
OSWALD's stay in Helsinki.) 


18 September 1964 DDP 4-4953 @ 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN, 
Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI 
Photograph tio. D 33-465 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625). 


1 October 1964 DOP 4-5110 [Commission Document No. 1532] 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lea RANKIN. 
Subject: Joachim JOZSTEN. 
[Copies to FBI, F&NS, State] 


13 October 1964 DDP 4-5275 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 


Subject: Publication of Documents Furnished to the 
Commission by the Central Intelligence Agency. 


16 October 1964 DDP 4-5334/1 
Memorandum for The President's Committee on the Warren 
Comnission Report. 
Subject: CIA's Role in the Support of Presidential 
Foreign Travel. 
20 October 1964 DD? 4-5341 (Commission Document No. 1545) 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Informaticn Developed on the Activity of Lee 
Harvey OSSALD in Mexico City. 


29 October 1964 DOP 4-5558 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Transmittal of OCR Publication: “Foreign 


Press Reaction to tha Harren Report", and Follow-Up 
Report, dated 22 October 1964. 
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AGENCY DISSEMINATICNS TO THE FSI ET AL REGARDING RUMORS AND 
LEGATIONS REGARUiNG PRESICeNt KENNEDY ASSASSINATICH 


10 October 1963 DIR 74673 


Lee Harvey OSWALD, Contact with Soviet Embassy, Mexico 
’ City, 1 October 1963. 
Recipients: FSI, I&8NS, State, White House. 


"23 November 1963 DIR 84915 


Information relating to telephone call on 28 September 
1963 to Soviet Exoassy in Mexico City. 
: Recipient: FBI. 


25 November 1963 DIR 84950 


‘Subject: Silvia T. OURAN, Mexican Employee of the 

Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City; : 
Contact with Lee Harvey OSH#ALD. 

Recipient: FBI. 


25 November 1963 OIR . 84951 


CIA requests informatton relating to OSWALD's ac- 
tivities in Mexico City (from F81 interrogation 
of OSAALD). 

Recipient: FBI. 


26 November 163 


Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message. 
Recipient: FBI. 


26 November 1963 ; CSCI-3/778,826 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assassin of 
President Kennedy. Encloses transcripts of tele- 
phone calls made on 27 and 28 September and 1 and 
3 October 1963. 

Recipient: FBI. 
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26 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,829 
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Lemania nate dail oceania 


Subject: Same as above. 

(Comment: This dissemination may be identical with 
CSCI-3/778,826. The above CSCI number appears to 

be the correct one, according to a copy of the docu- 
ment in CI/SIG file no. 568.) 

Recipient: FBI. 


26 November 1963 DIR 85069 


Subject: Travel of Pro-Communist Costa Rican Congress- 
man to Texas on 26 November 1963. 

Representatives of this Agency in Costa Rica suspect 
that Julio SUNOL Leal, pro-Communist, pro-Castro deputy 
to the Costa Rican National Assembly; will try to 
gather data in Texas to use in pro-conmunist-pro-Castro 
propaganda in connection with the assassination of 
President Kennedy. 

Recipient: FBI. 


26 November 1963 DIR 85089 


Gilberto ALVARADO, a professed Castroite Nicaraguan, 
stated to U.S. Embassy in Mexico City on 26 November 
1963 [sic - 25 November 1963] that "on 18 September 
1963 he saw Lee Harvey OSWALD receive six thousand 
five hundred dollars in a meeting inside the Cuban 
Embassy in Mexico City." 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received a copy. [Warren Commission] 


26 November 1963. DIR 85176 


Subject: Marina Nikolaevna OSWALD (information volun- 
teered on Marina OSkALD by Moroccan student Mohamed 
REGGAB studying in west Germany). 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. 


26 November 1963 DIR 85177 


Subject: Telephone Communication between Duban Presi- 
dent DORTICOS and Joaquin HERNANDEZ Armas, Cuban Am- 
bassador to Mexico. 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. 


34 


—SEBRET 


TEE See ata eT SY PRL CGR Eee ree et wlakt GOR ada ceteseu gee Ar Milan! Reve Lana ets arene mene im tne ae ee 


A beet te ee oem, 


Sa aig dis ganquew'e: 


cn emerrmes ates rere Hatem tee = 


“oe 


| 
| 
| 
| 
! 
| 
| 
| 
| 


oO 


~SEGHET— 


26 November 1963 Unnumbered 
Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10815. 
Recipient: FBI. 

26 November 1963 Unnumbered 
Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10816. 
Recipient: FBI. 

26 November 1963 Unnumbered 

Subject: Passage of IN 68291 from Mexico City to the 

Whit: House. (OSWALD's reported presence in Mexico 

City on 18 September 1963.) 

Recipient: FBI. 


27 November 1963 CSCI-3/778 ,881 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in 
Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963. 
Recipient: FBI. 
27 November 1963 DIR 85182 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. On 23 November, Richard 
Thomas GIBSON, an American living in Switzerland, who 
was acquainted with OSWALD, made statements regarding 
latter to a close friend in Bern. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [Warren Commission] 
27 November 1963 DIR 85196 
According to information from Nicaraguan Security 
Service, Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte was a Nicaraguan 
intelligence source from 1962 to August 1963. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. 


27 November 1963 DIR 85199 
Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. 


Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [Warren Commission] 
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- 27 November 1963 DIR 85222 


Subject: Silvia T. QURAN, Mexican Employee of the Cuban 
Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City, contact with 
Lee Harvey OSWALD. 

Recipient: FBI. 


26 November 1963 DIR 85246 


Dr. Jose GUILLERMO Aguirre of Mexico reports information 
regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD. 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re- 
ceived copy. (Also relayed to S. PAPICH of the FBI by 
CI Staff on 27 November 1963.) 


27 November 1963 DIR 85471 


Subject: Rearrest of Silvia DURAN. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 


27 November 1963 DIR 85573 


Information from U.S. Ambassador MANN for Secretary of 
State RUSK regarding Ambassador HERNANDEZ, Cuban Am- 
bassador to Mexico, and Gilberto ALVARADO. 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 


27 November 1963 ~ Unnumbered 
Information on Arnesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by telephone 
to S. PAPICH. : 
Recipient: FBI. 

27 November 1963 Unnumbered 
Information regarding photographic coverage of Cuban 
and Soviet Embassies in Mexico City passed to S. PAPICH 


of the FBI. 
Recipient: FBI. 


28 November 1963 DIR 85657 


on 26 November a British journalist named John WILSON- 
HUDSON gave information to the Anerican Embassy in 
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London indicating that an "American gangster type named 
RUBY" visited Cuba around 1959. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 


28 November 1963 : DIR 85662 


Further interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission] 


28 November 1963 DIR 85665 


The Hague Station reports that on 23 November 1963, 
a local Castroite named Maria SNETHLAGE talked to 
Third Secretary Ricardo SANTOS of the Cuban Embassy. 
SNETHLAGE claimed she knew the Mr. Lee [sic] who 
murdered President Kennedy. 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [Warren Conmission] 


29 November 1963 CSCI-3/778 ,893 
Subject: Interrogation of Silvia Tirado de DURAN and 
Horacio DURAN Navarro. 
Recipient: FBI. 

29 November 1963 DIR 85666 


Acting upon an FBI request, the Agency requests ALVARADO 
be turned over to Mexican authorities for additional 


interrogation. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission] 
29 November 1963 DIR 85668 


Highlights from the interrogation of Horacio OURAN Navarro 
and his wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 

29 November 1963 DIR 85670 


Sensitive sources . . . have reported that when the 
23 November arrest of Silvia DURAN became known to 
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the personnel of the Cuban Embassy there was a great deal 
of discussion. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission] 


29 November 1963 DIR 85691 


Series of anonymous telephone calls to the office of the 
Naval Attache in Canberra, Australia, by a man claiming 
to have knowledge about a Soviet plot to assassinate 
President Kennedy. . 

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re- 
ceived copy. 


29 November 1963 DIR 85714 


Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on 28 November. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. 


29 November 1963 DIR 85744 


Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. 


29 November 1963 DIR 85758 
Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and 
Horacio DURAN Navarro. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [Warren Commission] 

29 November 1963 OIR 85770 
Series of incidents which have produced a report 
alleging advance information on assassination. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [Warren Commission] 

29 November 1963 Unnumbered memorandum 
Telephone contact with S. PAPICH concerning rumor 


that OSWALD had made a bank deposit. 
Recipient: FBI. 
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30 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,894 
Subject: Article in 29 November 1963 issue of Washington 
Post suggesting two men involved in assassination. 
Recipient: FBI. 

30 November 1963 DIR 86063 


Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte Admits his story a fabrication. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. (Warren Commission] 


3 December 1963 DIR 86496 


Information relating to OSWALD's presence in Mexico. 
Recipient: FBI 


7 December 1963 DIR 87667 


Re-interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO concluded. 
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission} 


9 December 1963 DIR 87731 


Richard BEYMER, American movie actor, in touch with 
Cuban Embassy, Mexico City. 
Recipient: FBI. 


9 December 1963 DIR 87796 


Letter mailed in Stockholm on 25 November 1963 alleging 
assassination arranged by Communist Chinese. 
Recipients: FBI, State, khite House; Secret Service 
received copy. (Warren Commission] 


7 


9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum 


Telephone contact with S. PAPICH regarding identity of 
a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy prepared 
and executed jointly by the Communist Chinese and Cubans 
through intermediaries. (See JMWAVE 8658, IN 75902.) 
Recipient: FBI. 


12 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,048 
Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (also: WILSON-HUDSON, 
John; WILSON, John Hudson.) . 


Recipient: FBI. 
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A 
12 December 1963 DIR 88643 
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President 
Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. {Karren Commission] 
12 December 1963 DIR 88682 
Cuban Ambassador to France received instructions not 
to coment upon the assassination. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 
12 December 1963 DIR 88747 
. Subject: Second Interrogation of Silvia DURAN. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. 
13 December 1963 CSCI-3/779 ,136 ' 
Subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO. 
Recipient: FBI. (Warren Cocmission] 
16 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,135 
Subject: Peter DERYABIN's Comments on Kennedy Assassination. 
Recipient: FBI. 
“== "18 December 1963 DIR 89970 een 


Further Information on Richard Thomas GIBSON. 
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. {Warren Commission] 


18 December 1963 DIR 89980" 
Subject: Actions of Silvia OURAN after her first 
interrogation. 


Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service 
received copy. [darren Commission] 


27 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,297 


Subject: Assassination of President Kennedy (arranged 
by the Cuban Government and the Communist Chinese). 
Recipient: FBI. 
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3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum 


Telephone contact with S. PAPICH on 3 January 1964 
regarding newspaper article appearing in £1 Caribe 
on 27 November 1963 and possible connection with 

ALVARADO's interview in the U.S. Embassy on 26 No- 


vember. 
Recipient: FBI. 
10 January 1964 CSCI-3/779 ,482 
Subject: Second Mexican Interrogation of Silvia 
DURAN. : 
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission] 
27 January 1964 CSC1-3/779,729 
Subject: Possible Relatives of Marina Nikolayevna 
OSWALD. 
Recipient: FBI. 
30 January 1964 CSCI-3/778,814 


Subject: Jack L. RUBY, Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
Recipient: FBI. 


4 February 1964 CSCI-3/779,817 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (fnformation on names, 
addresses, and telephone numbers relating to the 
Soviet Union.) 

Recipient: FBI. 


18 February 1964 DDP 4-0860 


Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

Subject: Assassination of John F. Kennedy. 

("In connection with our efforts to assist the 
President's Commission on the Assassination of 
President Kennedy by providing information which 
might be helpful in interpreting available ma- 
terials relating to OSWALD'’s activities abroad, 
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we have considered the entry with regard to attempted 
suicide. We consider this entry as being of consider- 
able importance and one «hich might be subject to 
verification.*) 

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission] 


18 February 1964 DOP 4-086] 


Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. 
(". . . 47 photographs which were among the effects of 
Lee Harvey OSWALD, ... . It appears that most of 
the photographs were taken in the USSR and depict 
Soviet er of OSWALD or scenes in the Soviet 
Union." 

Recipient: FRI. [Copy to Warren Commission] 


18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862 


Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service. 
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. 
(Verification of entry in “Historic Diary” relating to 
OSWALD's attempted suicide.) 

Recipient: Secret Service. [Copy to Warren Commission] 


18 February 1964 DOP 4-0864 a 
Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. Hughes, The Director of 
Intelligence and Research, Departnent of State. 
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy - 
Verification of Entry in "Historic Diary”. 
Recipient: State. [Copy to Warren Commission] 

20 February 1964 CSCI-3/779 ,988 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information regarding 
Annette SETYAEVNA and Lillie May RAHM.) 

Recipient: FBI. 

22 February 1964 DIR 03101 

Subject: Further Information Provided by Moroccan 


Student Mohamed REGGAB. 
Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service.) 
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11 March 1964 CSCI-3/780 ,344 


Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations 
by Mohamed RECGAB Relative to Marina OSWALD. 
Recipient: FBI. 


20 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,6132 


Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. 
{Photograph of an individual closely resembling 
OSWALD. ) 

Recipient: FBI. 


16 April 1964 CSCI-3/780,881 


Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. 
(Information regarding Lydia DYMITRUK. ) 
Recipient: FBI. 


8 May 1964 DOP 4-2351 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook. 

Recipient: Copy of attachment forwarded to FBI. 
{Warren Commission] 


Tl May 1964 CSCI-3/781 172 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Traces on Soviet names, 
addresses, and telephone numbers from an address book 
belonging to Marina OSWALD.) 

Recipient: FBI. 


13 May 1964 CSCI-3/781 ,282 


Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Identification of 
photographs sent to CIA by FBI.) 
Recipient: FBI. 


15 May 1964 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Role of Cuban Intelligence Service in Processing 
Visa Applicants; Reaction of the Service to the Assassi- 
nation of President Kennedy. 

Recipient: FBI. (Warren Commission] 
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5 June 1964 CSCI-3/781 ,543 

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Use of Machine Colla- 
tion Program to Check Out Cubans Mentioned in Letter 
of 27 November 1963 from Mario del ROSARIA Milina.) 
Recipient: FBI. 


10 June 1964 CSCI-3/781 ,841 


Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY. 
Recipient: FBI. 


29 June 1964 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD was 
in Tangier, Morocco. 

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission] 


2 July 1964 DOP 4-3401 
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
(Remarks made by Soviet Consul Pavel Antonovich YATSKOV. ) 
Recipient: FBI. (Warren Cocmission] 


27 August 1964 CSCI-316/00856-64 


f 
CSCI-3/782 ,085 


Subject: No Indication of Subject's Defection Having 
Been Used for Propaganda by the Cuban Government. 
Recipient: FBI. [warren Commission] 


3 September 1964 DDP 4-4600 


Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban 


Government. 
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission] 
6 October 1964 CSCI-316/01446-64 


Subject: VIACUCT Interview on 9 September 1964; His 
Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI. 
Recipient: FBI. 
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23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64 


Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of 
Cuban Involvement in Assassination. 
Recipient: FBI. 


2 March 1965 CSCI-316/00925-65 


Subject: Marvin KANTOR, Possible Connection with 
Investigation of Lee Harvey and Marina OSWALD. 
Recipient: FBI. 
30 June 1965 CSCI-316/02654-65 
Subject: Silvia OURAN. 
Recipient: FBI. 


2 September 1966 CSC1-316/04482-66 


Subject: Rima ZMITROOK, Lee Harvey OSWALD's In- 
tourist Guide in Moscow. 
Recipient: FBI. 


14 June 1967 CSCI-316/03243-67 


Subject: Allegation of Oscar COUNTRERAS, Mexican 
Newsman, That OSWALD Visited UNAM Campus Shortly 

é After the Cuban Embassy Refused Him a Visa to 
Visit Cuba. CONTRERAS’ Statement of Dubious 
Credibility; Information Passed to Mexican au- 
thorities. 


MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED BY CIA TO THE WARREN 
COMMISSION ON RUMORS AND ALLEGATIONS RE- 


LATING TO THE PRESIDENTS ASSASSINATION 


31 January 1964 
Subject: Information Developed by CIA on the 


Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City, 
28 September - 3 October 1963. 
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5 March 1964 


Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations 
by Mohammed REGGAD Relative to Marina OSWALD. 


18 March 1964 


Subject: Article Alleging that OSWALD was interviewed 
by CIA in Moscow. 


. 31 March 1964 DDP 4-1655 


Subject: Reports on Activities and Travel of Lee Harvey 
OSWALD and Marina Nikolevna OSWALD. 
Enclosures include the following: 
Teletype Message No. 87515, 29 November 1963 - 
paragraph g - Marina SNETHLAGE. 
Teletype Message No. 85182, 22 November 1963 - 
Remarks made by Richard Thomas GIBSON. 
Teletype Message No. 85665, 28 November 1963 - 
Remarks Made by Maria SNETHLAGE and Third 
Secretary Ricardo SANTOS of the Cuban Em- 
bassy in The Hague. 


3 April 1964 DDP 4-1699 
Subject: Richard Thomas GIBSON. 

7 April 1964 ODP 4-1788 
Subject: Mohanmed REGGAB. 

4 May 1964 DDP 4-2256 


Subject: Additional Information on Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
"A survey of Acency files indicates that all... 
information known to the Agency on QSWALD's association 
(with comnunists or criminals, either in United States 
or abroad) has been made available to the Commission." 


8 May 1564 DOP 4-2351 


Subject: Marina OSWALD‘s Notebook. 

(Compilation of traces on what appear to be Soviet 
names, addresses, and telepnone numbers from an ad- 
dress stag identified by Marina OSWALD as belonging 
to her. 
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15 May 1964 


Subject: Role of the Cuban Intelligence Service in 
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service 
to the Assassination of President Kennedy. 


19 May 1964 DDP 4-2534 


Subject: Allegations of PFC Eugene 8. DINKIN, U.S. 
Army, Relative to Assassination Plot Against Presi- 
dent Kennedy. 


22 May 1964 ODP 4-2624 


Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States 
Embassy in Canberra, Australia; Relative to Planned 
Assassination of President Kennedy. 


27 May 1964 DOP 4-2688 


Subject: Letter Accusing the Chinese Communists of 
Plotting the Assassination of President Kennedy. 
(Comment: Letter received at U.S. Embassy, Stockholm. ) 


1 June 1964 DOP 4-2741 


Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. ° 

Enclosures: Out Teletype No. 85089, 26 November 1963. 

Out Teletype No. 85199, 27 November 1903. 

| Out Teletype No. 85662, 28 November 1963. 
Out Teletype No. 85666, 28 November 1963. ; 
i Out Teletype No. 86063, 30 November 1963. ‘ 
Out Teletype No. 87667, 7 December 1963. 


Memorandum, 12 December 1963, Interroga- 
tion of Gilberto ALVARADO. 


3 June 1964 DDP 4-2769 


Subject: Documents on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furnished by 
the Soviet Government. 


4 June 1964 ooP 


Subject: Information Developed on the Activity of 
Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City. 
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10 June 1964 


Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack 
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates. 


12 June 1964 
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of 
President Kennedy sent to United States Embassy 
in Costa Rica. 

29 June 1964 DOP 4-3347 


Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD 
was in Tangier, Morocco. 


2 July 1966 DOP 4~3401 
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. 
28 August 1964 DOP 4-4479 
"Subject: Konstantin Petrovich SERGIEVSKY. 
15 September 1964 DOP 4-4808 


Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack 
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates. 


17 September 1964 DOP 4-4839 
Subject: Valeriy Vladimirovich KOSTIKOV. 
17 September 1964 DDP 4-4922 
Subject: Eusebio AZQUE - Former Cuban Consul, Mexico City. 


te ee we pee ee ee eee ee 


18 September 1964 DOP 4-4953 


Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI 
Photograph No. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625). 
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MEXICO CITY COVERAGE OF OSWALD VISIT 
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Intelligence Sources on Oswald's Visit 
to Mexico City in 1963 
1. Unilateral Coverage: 

From the time the Mexico Station was opened in April 
1947 until the arrival of Mr. Win Scott as Chief of Station in 
1955, the Station had developed a support apparatus to exploit 
leads from the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City. This umbrella 
type project (LIPSTICK) consisted of multi-line phone taps, three 
photographic sites, a mobile surveillance team and a mail inter- 
cept operation. 

Telephone taps (LIFEAT) were placed by an employee of 
the local telephone company who was handled by a Station case 
officer. The number of lines tapped was limited only by the avail- 
ability of a listening post nearby and the availability of language 
(English, Spanish, Soviet, Polish, Czech, etc.) transcribers. 
Generally, these were Mexican or Mexican-American recruited agents. 

Three photographic sites were handled by a Station case 
officer assisted by technicians on TDY from Headquarters who 
advised the Station on the best types of cameras, films, and con- 
cealment devices. These operations had sub-crypts under project 
LIPSTICK (namely: LIMITED, LILYRIC and LICALLA). LIMITED was a 
fixed site directly opposite the Soviet Embassy (across the 


street) which had both a vehicle and a pedestrian entrance. The 
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gate to the Soviet Embassy was on the northwest corner of the 
Soviet compound and the LIMITED site was diagonally across a 
double laned street on the southeast corner of that block (See 
attached diagram). LIMITED was the first photo base and opera- 
ted strictly on an experimental basis in the early stages. This 
base, however, was closed when the Station received word that the 
photograph of the “unidentified man" was being released by the 
Warren Conmission. LILYRIC was an alternate photographic base. 

It was located in an upper story of an apartment building on the 
same side of the street as the LIMITED site but in the middle of 
the block south. It had a planted view of the front gate of the 
Soviet Embassy. LICALLA, the third photographic site, was located 
in one of a row of four houses on the south side of the Soviet 
Embassy compound. This site overlooked the back garden of the 
Soviet Embassy compound. The purpose of this operation was to get 
good identification Photographs of Soviet personnel. The three 
photographic sites were managed by a recruited agent who was a 
Mexican citizen, the son of an American mother and Mexican father 
(deceased). This agent collected the film from the LIMITED and 

| LILYRIC sites three times a week. The film was then devleoped and 
| printed into 8 x 10 contact print strips. LICALLA film was ori- 
ginally processed in the Station but in early 1959, due to the 
resignation of a technician, this film like that of LIMITED and 


LILYRIC was processed on the outside by a recruited agent. 
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Mobile surveillance was conducted by two American 
- staff officers. These two officers organized a surveillance 
team of six recruited agents which used late model cars and a 
panel truck for surveillance. The team could be activated by 
radio from the LIMITED site whenever someone of interest left 
the gate of the Soviet Embassy. These agents were aware of 
the LIMITED site since they had been issued LIMITED photographs 
for identification purposes. 
The Station also conducted a unilateral mail intercept 
operation, LIBIGHT, which was handled by an American case officer. 
| A recruited Mexican agent, who had a semi-official status, obtained 
selected letters from a sub-agent employed by the Mexican postal 
system. 
2. Liaison Coverage: 

Liaison coverage was unreliable and insecure as charac- 
terized by the nature of the Mexican services at that time. The 
Mexican Direction of Federal Security (DFS), with which we con- = 
ducted liaison, was a hip-pocket group run out of the Mexican 
Ministry of Government. This Ministry was principally occupied 


with political investigations and control of foreigners. Their 


of them in name tracing and travel control. 
In 1958, at the instigation of a Mexican official, 


joint telephone tap operation came into existence. The operation, 
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which became known as LIENVOY, was run by a Mexican officer. 
The listening post had 30 lines connected at one time. The 
transcription room was staffed by Mexican Army officers. In 
1961, because of mismanagement by the Mexican principals, 
the Station Chief, himself, became the project case officer. 
A Station officer assisted him in the daily supervision of the 
listening post and in picking up the transcripts and the tapes. 
There was also an American technician inside the listening post. 
3. Oswald Coverage: 
In mid-1962, the Mexican officer in charge of LIENVOY 
(the joint tap operation) asked the American officer at the 
LIENVOY listening post for the telephone numbers of the Soviet, 
Cuban and Satellite Embassies in anticipation of possible cover- 


age. The Station immediately disconnected all of the unilateral 


telephone taps on these Embassies so that they would not be dis- 
covered when the Mexicans hooked up their taps. The Mexicans 
soon thereafter connected five Cuban lines, five Soviet lines, 
three Czech lines, two Polish ines, and one Yugoslav line. At 
the listening post, a live monitor made short summaries of con- 
versations of interest which were then included in a daily re- 
sume for the Chief of Station. Later, when a reel was completely 
recorded, full transcripts were typed and passed to the Station; 
however, there was usually a time lag of a day or two. Reels 


which contained Russian or a language other than Spanish or 
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English were taken to another iocation for translation and 
typing. Mr. Boris Tarasoff did the Russian translations but 
because of the volume of Russian conversations, the trans- 
lations usually ran about a week behind the date of the con- 
versation. All transcripts were made in either Spanish or 
English since the Chief of Station could read only these two 
languages and because he personally screened the transcripts 
for operational leads. 

As soon as the Station learned that an American iden- 
tifying himself as Lee Oswald phoned the Soviet Embassy, Miss 
Ann Goodpasture of the Station started screening al] photographs. 
However, here again, there was a backlog because the photographs 
were picked up three times a week, but those picked up were usually 
for dates a few days before since the technician who was proces- 
Sing the film did so on a night-time basis. Further, photographs 
were not made initially until a cemplete roll of film was used. 
Later this was changed and the operator cleared the camera at the 
end of each day regardless of amount of unused film remaining. 
The instructions were to cover the entire work day (office hours) 
and to photograph all Soviets, their families, all foreigners, 
and cars with foreign license plates. Human error did occur but 
generally the agents were conscientious. The Cuban Embassy cover- 
age had more sophisticated equipment using a pulse camera which 


frequently developed mechanical difficulties. 
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Oswald came to the attention of the listening post 
operators from a tap of the Soviet line. It wae picked up and 
taken to Mr. Boris Tarasoff for translation because the caller 
was trying to speak in Russian. There was some delay because 
Station personnel waited to review the photographs coincidentally 
with the typed transcript. 


4. Airport Coverage: 
This i3 discussed at Tab B. 
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In the course of the research effort leading to this general 
report, there were newspaper stories relating to the assassination 
of President Kennedy and to CIA. Some of these appear to have been 
based on specially designed stories emanating from the House Select 
Committee on Assassinations. At the time of their appearance they 
were the subject of comments prepared in CIA. These newspaper 
stories and the comments are attached. 
The following newspaper stories and comments are listed below: 
Tab G.1 Jack Anderson column on 6 May 1977 alleging 
CIA activity in Dallas, Texas in 1963. 
Tab G.2 Jack Anderson column on 20 January 1977 : 
alleging that CIA is tied to a false Oswald 
’ story. 


Tab G.3 Norman Kempster story on 1 January 1977 
alleging that CIA withheld data on Oswald. 


Tab G.4 Clare Booth Luce involvement with Cuban exiles. 


Tab G.5 Ronald Kessler story on 26 November 1976 
alleging CIA withheld details of Oswald tele- 
phone calls, with report on handling of documents. 


Tab G.6 John Goshko story on 13 November 1976 alleging 
that Oswald told the Cubans of his plan to kill 
Kennedy. 


Tab G.7 Tabloid Midnight story on 2 August 1976 
regarding CIA and Castro. 


| 

i 

| 

i Tab G.8 Washington Post story on 1 October 1976 concerning 
| CIA consideration of possibly interviewing ; i 
; Lee Harvey Oswald in 1960. . ‘ ‘ 
{ 
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HEMOPANOUY FO: Director of Central Tatelligznce \ an 
VIA :  Daputy Director of Cestral intelligenc? . ee 
FROM : John H. Waller 


Inspector General 


SUBJECT : Jack Anderson 6 Nay 1977 Colusa Entitled 
"Odd CIA Activity in Dallas in 1953” 


REFEREHCE : OLC HMairorandum fer Director of Central 
Intelligence - CLC 77-1816 (2ttached) 


1. Action Requested: one, for infonzaticn only. 


2. Background: The attached Jack Anderson coluwn is a 
mixture of soma tact and error. At least portions of it seen 
to have been leaked by someone connected with che House Salact 


Comittee on Assassinations. 


3. Factual information on matters ccevered in the article 
follows: 
a. Alpha 65 was an anti-Castro Cucan Exile 
Organization. Antonio Veciana was ene of its 
founders. Veciana contacted the Agency on three ; 
occasions for assistance in an assassination plot 
against Castro (December 1960; July 1262 and April 
1566). On each occasicn he wes turrad coun. The 
Agency hed no responsibility for or sponsorship of 
Alpha 66. 
b. Veciana was redistered in tiv: Inter-Service 
Ragistry by the U.S. Arvy for the period Noveshar 
1962 to July 1955 at which time he wos tenainated 
without orejudice. 
aboreted with a Cuba: 


c. Veciana reportedly coll 
Governeaat Int2lligence Officer, Guillermo Ruiz, in 
connection with Alpha 56 activities. Puiz is nmerrioe 


to a cousin of Yecianal. 


$4.00000 


i citi hoes ; 
d. Anderson atte nts to coarse? Gat Mor-is : 
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Agency. 
e. Tha FBI identified the three men “no 
visited Mrs. Cdio. Lea Harvey Os.:ald was not 
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at the time of the visit. 
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MEMORASOUH FOR: Deputy Director for Gperations 


FROM + Raymond \. warren 
Chief, Latin America Division 
e 
& 
SUBJECTS oo: A. Jack Anderson 20 January 1977 Colunn Bde 
Titled "CIA Tied to False Oswald Story" aaa 
wiak . xR i 
B. Identification of the Mr. Xin the wy 
Anderson Column 
1. The attached coltunn, citing the testimony of a Nr. X, . 
alleges thot a CIA agent tried to link Oswald to Cuban intelli- 
- gence officers in Mexico. There is, of course, no substance %% 
- the colunn's allegations. The colunn identifies the source as 
u Mr. X because of attempts or his life, but subsequently gives 


enough information on “Nr. X to establish his identity. 


2. According to the Anderson colunn, Mr. X was First ret 
by his CIA contact in Havana before relations with U.S./Cuba sere 
severed. Nr. X had helped to organize bank accountants to ci- 
bezzle Cuban governuent funds to finance anti-Castro causes. 
Mr. X was reportedly recruited by a Horris Bishop (CIA contact), 
to ‘plan an attcapt on Castro's life. The plan was to fire 2 
bazooka from a nearby apartneat building while Castro “as deliver- 
ing one of his narathon speeches. According to the Anderso> 
column, the plot was discovered by Castro's police and Mr. 3 
escaped to Miami. ‘r. X alse reportealy tried to assassinate 
Castro in Chite in 1971 in league with the Venezuclan Luis Pesala 
Carriles, who is now being detained in Caracas for the 6 Meroe: 
Cubana airline boubing. The Anderson colunn ends with the report 
that Mr. X worked for CIA until 1973 for expenses, but “was paid 
$253,000 in cash by Morris Bishop shea he was terminated. 
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7 oo ad 
nam, 3. From the above description of Mr. X, it ts reasonably 


tear that Mr. Xo is Antonio Carlos VECTANA Blanch (20)-3129606). 
VECIANA, an assistant bank manager and past presicent of a public. 
accountants dssociarion in Havana, first contacted CIA in Havana 

in December 1960 when he asked the COS, at that tine James Al Noel, 
to help in an assassination plot against Castro. VECTANA ask 
for visas for ten relatives of the four nen assigned to kill s 
and also requested four NI rifles with adapters for grenades plus 
eight grenades. The COS did not encourage VEC{AXA and subdsequeatly 
checked with an Emhassy officer who reported that VECIANA had made 
similar "wild-eyed" proposals to hin. On 23 Noverber 1961 the 

Miani News published a report of an unsuccessful attempt by Antonio 
VECIAYA to kill Castro. VECIANA reportedly had arranged to 
assassinate Castro and Cuban President Osvaldo Dorticos on $ October 
in Havana, but the bazooka he was using failed to fire. 


4. There has been no Agency relationship with VECIANA. A 
POA, which was granted for his use in para-military affairs in 
January 1962, expired in Movember 1962. VECIANA was born on 
4 October 1955 in Havana. He was a nember of the People's Revo- 
lutionary Movement, an anti-Castro group in Cuba during 1960-61, and 
was one of the founders of Alpha-66. A certified public accountant 
by trade, VECIANA was with A.I.D. in La Paz in 1998-72. VECTARA 
was registered in ISR to the U.S. Aray in November 1962 and he 
was terminated without prejudice in July 1966. Ca 23 July 1962 
VECIANA was interviewed, at his request, by Mr. fiarry Real from 
the: DCD New York office. VECIANA asked Real to arrange a meeting 
with a senior CIA officer to discuss Alpha-66's plans to assassinate 
Castro and to request CIA's assistance (U.S.$100,000; 10,000 Cuban 
pesos; 48 hand grenades). There is no indication that this request 


was ever acted upon by CIA. 


°S. In April 1966 a LA Division officer, Joha R. Lucy, using 
the alias John Livingston, met VECIANA in New York City. The 
meeting was arranged by a retired naval officer, Janes Cogswell? 
who had informed Chief, Wil Division that he had information of value 
concerning Cuba. Shen Lucy arrived in New York City for the meeting, 
he was introduced by Cogswell to VECIANA. He imaediately launched 
a discussion of the Cuban political situation and noted his strong 
feeling that the only solution was the assassination of Castro. 
Lucy advised VECIANA that he was in no position to provide hin with 
assistance or ecncuurage him in an assassination attempt and was only 
interested in gathering information which he thought was the purpose 
of the meeting. VECIANA subscquently said that his roommate Felix 
ZABALA, a Cuban refugee, had excellent contacts ia Havana, It was 
clear to Lucy, however, VECIANA was attempting te use ZABALA poten- 
tially to get Agency financial support for his erganization. 
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VECTANA sugeested that 350,000 svoutd be needed te get his 
activities off the ground. Lucy indicated to VECIANA that he 
would lock into the Zi\BALA matter and would probably arrange for 
ZABALA to be contacted in Puerto Rico. 


6. There is no indication in the file that any Agency officer 


in contact with VECIANA ever used an alias Morris Bishop. There is 
no Morris Bishep listed in true nane in the BDO rolls. There was 
never any contractual relationship with VECIANA and he was not 

paid CIA funds. 


7. On Li January 1977 a sanitized copy of VECIANA's 201 file 
Was made availuble to staffers from the Senate Select Committee on 
Intelligence. | 
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i A mystery witness has sucra to con 
gressional inves.:-:1ers thot 3 Cerrral 
Intelligence Ageccy azect intrcduced 
him t Lee Harvey Osweld in Daitas 
three months cefcre Cwatt gunsed 
Gown President Joza F. Kennedy... 


rae o— @ : fs : 
The witess, «hom 2 have agreed - least Sis Weanty ascertained: the law 
€rforcemes: authorines ard the pub. 


to idencly cniy aa Mr. X because of ate 
“tenets of his lifa, is the founder a7 a 
Cuban terrorist arsup hoe worxed 

. * Clesely wich the CLA. : 
. The group heid zecret meetings at 


*, S12 Eovancale in Dallas before :ne as- 


sassiraton. Not lorg after Keazecy 

Was scot, 2 Dallcs ceputy sherif? was 

.. told by aa isformant that Osesid bad 

* , bean associating with some Cubars at 
1. "3123 Bartendale.” ae she 

“" Bin, X's cramatic tesimony casts 

* pew Mabe on the story Svina Cio, 

- : Gaughter of a wealthy crponent ef C2 
~ ban Premier Fic] Castra, to!d to the 
EBL Two moztks before the Keane 
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antiCestro forces rizht have re 
Crusted Oswald, a keowa, proCastro 
acRvist to bil Nearary, 

“she r9:iv2 on thus,” states the ma 
mo, “would of corrse be the exnects- 
Gon ibst after the fresident was 
Killed, Csxald wouta 2: caught of at 


Ke would then bloom the assassinstica 
02 the Casto governr.ent and the es't 
for 2 Zorcer:] overthro-y would be irre 
Ssticie.” 


But Hoover atrvot!y blocked this- 


Use of inquiry by Dottyiog the iVar- 
rea Comm sion o2 Sent 71 1584, that 
the FSI had lecstad ced icenuilied 
Odio's caiers. Ke comed them 2s 
‘Loran Hail Lawrence Howard and 


. Wiliam Seymour, all anticostroites 


Bocver even sugzested 232: Odio covid - 


bave ccrfused in2 23-2e3 “Loran Hail” 


_ acd “Leca Cswitd.” 


Killing, she related, she was visited ia - 


her Dalias arartmert by three men 
who iceactied themselves 23 freads 
., 1 Of ber farses. : Satie SS exe 
" * One was introduced to her 2s “Leon 
oe Oswaid.” Whea she saw the picture fa 
. tha esvypapers of the man whe 22d 
* - shot Xenredy, she fa:nted from seeck, 
- Jt was ike same Oswald, she was ev. 
"tain, who aad visited ber zparsmeat. 
"Congressional invesizators kzve 
‘Low leased that the late J. E’zar 
*Eoover deiderately misied the “var- 
, Fen Comzmissien about Cdio's myszari- 
* ots visitors. She was such a sersuxrve 
» - ‘Witness that the commissica sraff was 
“. prepasing to investigate her Story 
therorghly. Bi 
Stall members even speculated, ac 


Now the corgrezsicral favestizators 
have uncovered evidence that a!) three 


Cenied waitizg the Cio apartment - 
asd toat the FBI had obtsiced their 


Cexiais before Hoover wrote his letter 
to the Warrea Commiss:cn, 

The invesn gators have alse chtained 
the tape of a fascizatizg con=-ssation, 
precicting two weeks in acs .ce that 
Recsecy would be shot “freq an c’f- 
dee Sutdci-g with a bizgs-powerec ri 
Nhe” Tee rratictsa wes made by the 
late Joseph SLilteer, a ngat-sing rab- 
biz rouser, «20 2isa azprened to h:ve 
ese ccraectiors wita astiCastro 
jeaders, 


9, 1933, in Stiamt by az F2I informant 
named Wili2 Somerton, who turned 
the tape over to the FS! the next day. 


<5 cording to one internai memo, that the Miteer is heard on the tape describing 
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10 January 1977 


MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, Counterintelligence Staff 


FRO : Russell 8. Holmes 
CI Operations Croup 


SUSJECT : Article by Norman Kemster Appearing in 
the Los Angeles Times of 1 January 1977 
and Entitlec “CIA sithheld Data on Oswald" 
(copy attached) 


In light of the inaccurate and misleading statements 
attributed by Kempster to Sprague, the following comments are 
effered in rebuttal. 


‘a. “The CIA withheld froa the FBI for almost 
two months in ls0> intimation that Lee Raney Uswald 
had talked with Cioan and sovset Officials aout his 


desire tO visit those countries..." See te a 


Comment: Oswald's name did not surface in Mexico City until 

I October 1963 when a hitherto unkcoun male telephoned the 
Soviet Exbassy. During this telephone call, the caller identi- 
fied himself as "Lee Oswald.” (Cn 8 October 1963, the Mexico 
City Station cabled to Keadquarters the highlights of the 
transcript of the conversation. 


(2) On 1 October 1965, an American male who 
spoke broken Russian and said his nane was Lee 
Oswald (phonetic), stated he was at the Soviet 
Embassy on 28 Septerber wen he spoke with a consul 
whom he believed to be Valeriy Vladimirovich 
Kostikov. Oswald asked the Soviet guard Ivan 
Obyedkov, who answered, if there was anything new 
regarding a telegraa to Nashington. Obyedkov upon 
checking said nothing had been received yet, but 
the request had been sent. 


(2) Mexico Station said it had photographs of 
a male who appeared to be an American entering the 
Soviet Embassy at 1216 hours, leaving at 1222 on 
1 October. His apparent age was 35, athletic 
build, about six feet, receding hairline, balding 
top. Wore khakis and sport shirt. 
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(3) No local dissemination was being made by 
the Station. [MEXI 6453 (IN 36017), 8 October. ] 


(Note: Cablese has been rendered here into readable English, 
without substantive changes or omissions. Cryptonyms and 
pseudonyms have been omitted or put into clear text.) 


The above infomnation was received in Headquarters on 
9 October; the following day Headquarters incorporated this 
information in an electrical dissemination to the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, the Department of State, the Department of 
the Navy, and the Immigration and Naturalization Service. 


(1) On 1 October 1965 a reliable and sensitive 
source in Mexico reported that an American male 
who identified himself as Lee Oswald, contacted the 
Soviet Embassy in Mexico City inquiring whether the 
Embassy had received any news concerning a telegram 
which had been sent to Washington. The American 
was described as approximately 35 years old, with an 
athletic build, about six feet tall, with a "receding" 


hairline. ' 
(2) It is believed that Oswald may be identical 
_. , to Leé Henry [sic] Oswald, bom on 18 October 1939 


in New Orleans, Louisiana, a former U.S. Marine who 

defected to the Soviet Union in October 1959 and later . 
made arrangements through the United States Embassy ; 
in Moscow to return to the United States with his 

Russian-born wife, Marina Nikolaevna Pusakova [sic] 

and their child. 


(3) The information in paragraph (1) is being 
disseminated to your representatives in Mexico City. 
Any further information received on this subject 
will be furnished you. This information is being 
made available to the Ismigration and Naturalization 
Service. [DIRECTOR 74673, 10 October 1963. ] 


(Note: It should be pointed out that for some unknown reason . ' 
the Headauarters desk responsible for making the dissemination 
neglected to include the information that Oswald had visited the 
Soviet Embassy on 28 September 1963.) 


It was not until 22 Noverber 1963, when the Station initiated 
a review of all transcripts of telephone calls to the Soviet Embassy 
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that the Station learned that Oswald's call to the Soviet Embassy 
on 1 October 1965 was in connection with his request for a visa 
to the USSR. Because he wanted to travel to the USSR by way of 
Cuba, Oswald had also visited the Cuban Embassy in an attempt to 
obtain a visa allowing him to transit Cuba. 


Inasmuch as Oswald was not an investigative responsibility 
of the CLA and because the Agency had not received an official 
request from those agencies having investigative responsibility 
requesting the Agency to obtain further information, the Station 
did nothing other than ask Headquarters on 15 October 1963 for 
a photograph of Oswald. [MEXI 6534 (IN $0357), 15 October 1963.) 
On 25 October 1963, Headquarters sent a request to the Department 
of the Navy for a photograph of Oswald. {DIRECTOR 77978, 

24 October 1963.}] It was not until 26 November 1963, however, 
that the Navy Department apparently responded to this request by 
sending directly to the Mexico City Station a photograph of Oswald. 


In response to a question from the Warren Comission, the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, on 6 April 1963 stated that: 


"The investigation of Oswald in 1963 prior to receipt 
of the Central Intelligence Agency communication 

dated 10 October 1963 was directed toward the primary 
objective of ascertaining the nature of Oswald's 
sympathies for, and connection with, the FPCC (Fair 
Play for Cuba Committee) or subversive elements. The 
Central Intelligence Agency cormmication which 
reported that a man, tentatively identified as Oswald, 
had inquired at the Soviet Embassy conceming a 
telegram which had been sent to Washington did not 
specify the nature of the telegram. This contact 

with the Soviet Embassy interjected a new aspect into 
the investigation and raised the obvious auestions of 
why he was in Mexico and exactly what were his 
relatios with the Soviets. However, the information 
available was not such that any additional conclusions 
could be drawn as to Oswald's sympathies, intentions 
or activities at that time. Thus, one of the objectives 
of the continuing investigaticn was to ascertain the 
nature of his relations with the Soviets considering 
the possibility that he could have been recruited by 
the Soviet Intelligence Services. The Central 
Intelligence Agency cocrmmication, dated 10 October 1963, 
stated that any further information received concerning 
Oswald would be furnished and that our liaison repre- 
sentatives in Mexico City were being advised. On 
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18 October 1963, one of our FBI liaison repre- 
sentatives in Mexico City was furnished this infor- 
mation by Central Intelligence Agency and he arranged 
follow-up with Central Intelligence Agency in Mexico 
City for further information and started a check to 
establish Oswald's entry into Mexico. Subsequent to 
the assassination, Central Intelligence Agency also 
advised us of Oswald's contact with the Cuban Embassy 
in Mexico City at the time of his visit there." 


[Commission Exhibit No. 833 (FBI Letter to J. Lee Rankin, 
dated 6 April 1964).] 


b. "Chief Counsel Richard A. Sprague said that the 
committee staff had learned that a CIA message des- 
cribing Oswald's activities in “Mexico to tederal 
agencies such as the Fal had been rewritten to elimi- 
hate any mention of his request tor Cuban and Soviet 
Visas. in€ message was Sent in October, more than a month 
before the November 22,1963 assassination.” 


Comment: It is not CLA practice to disseminate raw information in 
the form it is received from the field. Field Yeports are received 
in Headquarters where they are first reviewed by the action desk. 
The informaticn is then written in a form suitable for dissemination 
to the intelligence commmity, including additional information, 


-¢f available, from the Agency's central counterintelligence files 


to make the report more meaningful to the recipient (s). 


Upon learning that on 1 October 1963 an American identifying 
himself as Lee Oswald had telephoned the Soviet Embassy, the Mexico 
City Station cabled to Headquarters on 8 October 1963 the highlights of 
Oswald's conversation with the Embassy. Because the Station at that 
time did not know that Oswald was Lee Harvey Oswald and that he had 
come to Mexico to apply for visas to the Soviet Union and Cuba, the 
Station reported only that information obtained through telephone 
tap operation against the Soviet Embassy. ; 


On 10 October 1963, the day after it received the information 
relating to Lee Oswald and his contact with the Soviet Embassy, 
Headquarters incorporated this information in an electrical dissemi- 
nation to the commmity and included a brief summary of biographic 
information obtained from central counterintelligence files on the 
possible identity of Lee Oswald. Since Headquarters had no indi- 
cation before 22 November that Oswald had gone to Mexico to apply 
for Cuban and Soviet visas, there was no question of eliminating any 
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mention of Oswald's request for such visas. 


Within its limitations and capabilities, Mexico Station had 
complied with the Agency regulations pertaining to reporting on 
Americans abroad. The Station had informed Headquarters which in 
turn had alerted those agencies with an investigative or policy 
interest in Oswald as an American in the United States. Headquarters 
also instructed the field station to inform the local representatives 
of those agencies. 


As mentioned above, the action desk in Headquarters neglected, 
for unknown reasons, to include the fact that Oswald had visited 
the Soviet Embassy on 28 September 1963. Had this information been 
included it would have indicated to recipients of the report that 
Oswald had more than a fleeting reason to be in contact with the 
Embassy; however, as already stated, the reason for the 28 September 
contact and the subject of the telegram to Washington were, at that 
time, unknown. 


c. "The CIA's decision to withhold information 


was reversed shortly after kennedy was killed.” 
re lt armen prereset 


Comment: This statement is patently false and misleading. It is 
totally incompatible with Sprague's remarks to Agency representatives 
in Headquarters on 24 November 1976, i.e., "he will not prejudge the 
Agency for any sins of ‘omission or commission'." 


; ‘d. “"Spra told_a press conference that it was 
ipo ssible without more information to know why the CLA 
3V—V—"—— a 
ad censored 1ts own message. 


Comment: If Sprague needed more information, why did he not ask 
the Agency for an explanation, instead of making it appear to the 
public that the Agency has been dishonest in its dealings with the 
intelligence commmity? 


e. "But he said the incident raised two interestin 
uestions: what might the other agencies have done 
differently if they had been more fully informed, and 
why did the CIA decide to remove ‘information that was 
considered pertinent enough to be put in an initial 
draft of the message?" 


Comment: As already mentioned, the Agency did not know initially 
why Oswald was in contact with the Soviet Embassy in October 1963. 
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It was only after the news of the assassination had reached the 
Station that the Station initiated a review of its heldings. As 
a result of this review, the Station learned that Oswald had also 
visited the Cuban Embassy and that Oswald's contacts with the two 
embassies were in connection with his desire to travel to the 
Soviet Union by way of Cuba. 


As to what "other agencies" might have done had they had more 
information, attention is drawn to the FBI's comment in response 
to the Warren Cormission's question. According to the FBI's 
response, some investigation had been initiated on or about 
18 October in Mexico. By the 25th of October, FBI headquarters had 
informed its field office in New Orleans "that another Agency had 
determined that Lee Oswald was in contact with the Soviet Embassy 
in Mexico City in the early part of October 1963." The New Orleans 
field office in turn informed the Dallas office which had juris- 
diction over Oswald's place of residence. (For further detail, see 
IV H 447 and 459.) There was, however, no request, official or 
otherwise, from any of the responsible departments and agencies in 
Washington for further details as to Oswald's presence in Mexico 
and his reasons for contacting the Soviet Embassy. 


£. "The committee said its staff investigators 
had recently questioned a former CIA agent who hea 
Tpersonal otted e' of Oswald's visits to the Soviet 
and Cuban embassies in Mexico. As a result of <-na> 
interview, the report said, stati members were Sent to 
Mexico, where they found and questioned additiona. 


witnesses." 


Comment: Sprague's characterization "a former CIA agent” is probably 
in reference to David Phillips. The latter's "revelaticns” to staff 
investigators (and also to Ronald Kessler) were unfortinate to say 
the least, in that they were inaccurate, so far as we know. There 

is no indication in the Oswald files that Oswald wanted to make a 
deal with the Soviets in return for a free trip to the USSR. The 
"additional witnesses" in Mexico, it is believed, are 3oris Tarasov 
and his wife, both of whom had been under contract with the Agency 

in 1963. We have not been informed, officially or otherwise, by 
Sprague what Phillips and the Tarasovs told the staff investigators. 


g- " "These witnesses had never been sought cut 
before by any investigative bedy, notwithstanding tn 
act that thev had immortant informaticn concerninz 
Statements by Lee Harvey Oswald in ‘exico Within to 

vs O e assassination of President Kenne tae 


Teport said. 
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Corment: If "these witnesses" include people other than the Tarasovs 


‘It would be impossible, at this time, to make an appropriate comment. 


The fact remains, however, that if Sprague had obtained additional 
details, he should hold such information and not make it public 
until the Agency has had a chance to review it and comment. There 
are many examples in the Oswald files of statements made by people 
claiming to have knowledge of Lee Harvey Oswald which have been 
proven to be fabrications. One such perscn was Gilberto Nolasco 
Alvarado Ugarte who, on 26 November 1963, came to the U.S. 
Embassy in Mexico City. He clained he had been in the Cuban 
Consulate in Mexico City on 18 September 1963 when a man he later 
recognized to be Lee Harvey Oswald received $6,500 in cash to kill 
an important person in the United States. After thorough investi- 
gation by Mexican authorities, the Mexico City Station, and the FBI, 
it was concluded that Alvarado had completely fabricated his story 
about C swald. 
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MEMORANOUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence 
VIA : Oeputy Director of Central Intelligence 


FROM : John H. Waller 
Inspector General 


SUBJECT President Kennedy Assassination - Mrs. Luce Story 


1. Action Required: Hone; for information only. 


2. Background: In 1975, Mrs. Clare Bootle Luce telephonically 
informed Director Willian Colby of supzort she had rendered to certain 
Cubans who were conducting their own independent operations against 
the Castro Government in 1961 and 1952. firs. Luce stated. that she and 
Mr. William Pawley, an American financier long associated with the < paes 
Dominican Republic, halped finance a cotorboat for three Cubans. The 
three Cubans, concurrently, were members of.a CIA supported Cuban 
exile organization. After the 1962 missile crisis, all resistance 
groups against Castro were ordered to cease operations. At this time, 

Yrs. Luce and Mr. Pawley also ceased their financial support. In 

1963, very shortly after the assassin2sion of Presicent Kennedy, the 
Cuban captain of the motorboat, which ¥rs. Luce helped to subsidize, 
phoned Mrs. Luce to inforn her that "Sswald waS a hired gun®. She, in 
turn, informed him to tell all to the FBI. At the behest of Director 
Colby, Hrs. Luce passed the story on ‘Oo Senator Richard Schweiker, . 
chairman of the subcomnittee investigating the Warren Comission Reoort. 


A version of the information was given to columnist Betty 
Beale and was published in the Hashington Star on 16 Novenber 1975 
(attached). A staff member of the Senate Select Committee, on 10 
December 1975, inquired 2s to what the Agency thought of the story. 
The Agency oral response was that it had nothing to add to the news- 
paper story and that since this query involved U.S. resident Cuban . 
refugees, the FBI would be the proper agency to contact. 
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The transcripts were réceived by CIA's Inssector General 
on 22 December 1976 from Mr. Colby's secretary. At the sugcestion 
of the Inspector General, the Office of Security sent copies of the 
transcripts and a background note to the Federal Sureau oF Investi- 
gation in January 1977. Ne do not “ncw whether the FBI passad this 
information to the House Select Committee on Assassinations. 


This story is surmarized here for your background in the 
event that it should be replayed by the press as a result of releases 
which may be made by the House Assassination Subcommittee. While it is 
not a new story, the actual CIA transcript of Hrs. Luce's conversation 
with Mr. Colby could be considered newsworthy and could te presented 
in a manner detrimental to CIA. 
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Dne day in the latter past of October, Clare Luce re- | 
_ aved a call from Sea, Richacd Schweiser, R.-Pa., ; 
girman of the subcommiztee javestigating the War- i 
3 Commission Report. He wanted her to persuace | 
me Cosas she had known — Cudaas who hac krowa > 
2 Harvey Cswale — to testily before his commraittee. ; 
re. Luce’s efforts to Ioeate the Cubans led toa same ! 
tat bicedcurdling warning. But let her tell the story. 
om ths beginning. : | 
“The year is 1951, a year of great American: 
numa," she began ker narration to receat dinaar ! 
tests in her aqua-colored Watergare a axtment "I! 
id.a friend named Bill Pawley who was brought cp ia 
1ba and who was Truman's ambassacor to Peru an 
saziL. I got to know Biil ve well ia India and Chira ° 
here he had built up a voluntary outiit called Tra 
lying Tigers. Bill was also c2lied in by the CIA to re- 
uit Cobaas ior the Bay of Pigs operation. Akterwarcs 
2 Was 2 Vary Urapoy mar. . . . 
“One cay he called me uo and said, ‘How would you 


ad in mind 2 flest of moterzoats subsidized by Ameri- 
ans aed manned by Cubans who had teen in the Bay 
! Pigs operation — all these young kids who had been 
randed after tha Bay of Pizs. 7 7 
“J said, ‘Fine.’ So i hetped to finance a motorboat. 
he three lads who manned mine came up to see me 
averal times. They would lzave the coast of Fiorica 


né land ia Cuba 2nd come out win inforrnation. Tre 


| 


{ 
| 
se to get in on the Cuban Fiying Tiger cperation?’ Ns j 
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vformation they came out with was remarkaoly 2¢Cue : 
ate — that the Russians ware building missive sites ia : 
suba. I was tc!d that the informatica was eventually ! 
od to Sen. Ken Keating and wes passed on to the: 


faite House. You remember what aa impr2ssion it 
tade and how accurate it was. 


“THEN CAME THE MISSILE showdown. Soon after 


he showdown I got a telephone call from Allen Dulles , 
aying the Neutcality Act had been invoxed and all | 
Amancnns must ce2s2 and desist ia aay further effors | 


owards the liberation of Cuba. Of course, we desist-: 


Txo yezrs later she and her husbacd Harry Giznry) 2 


soe Ware $itting in thair New York cpartment [:siea- 
ag to the televised reports of President Keanedy’s 


ssszstinatisn when around midaight she received 3; 
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. phone’call from New Ostzans. “It was th2 captain of 

fay motosboat,” said Ciazs, “A young m2a not mose 

5, a young student lawyer. He said, ‘3 2C2, 

want to teil you: about Oswald." a ef aan 

_ "He seid that immediately aftec thé 1351 missitz 
showdown, FSI mea hod come ts }dsami and told the 
Cubaas to break up all resistance crouss and disp2rs2. 
He and the other two members of his.crew had moved 
to New Oslenns where they started anouier ‘Free 
Cuba" grous. They had been there a y2ac 2nd a hall 
_ When wna mada contact with thera but Oswald! 


“The Cubaas all thought he was a kook. Oswald 
bragsed about having beea in Russia and said he was 
an ex-Marine. He said he could shoct aaybady and he 
would be Razoy to snect Castro. He had no money, he 
was living with his wife ia haw Orlzans and it looked 
like he was presenting h elf as a hired gua. They 
didn't Hise the cut of his ji sa they tured Sim off. But 
they followed him and fgued he was ina Fair Play for 
Cuba Communist ceil to whose members he was giv- 
ing the same line. ; 

_ “And J remember tus irom the telephone conversae ; 
tion — Oswald was telling the cell that he could snot 
anyona, incl.Jing the s¢ i 
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eretary of ihe Navy. The Free, 
Cubans continued to tail Rim ard found that sucdaniy | 
he had money. and he startad going to Mexico City. He 
made several tins. They continued their penztretica 
of the Cuban Communist ceil, He said they mace tap2 
recordings cf some cf Oswald's meetings and they had 

. taken photographs of him distriouting Hancoills for wre 
Feir Play unit. The next thing they Krew President 
Kennedy was shot. : -- 


“THE YOUNG CUBAN WHO cokes me,” continued 
former Ambassador Luce, “said that there was 2 
Cuban Communist assassination i22m working some- t 
where — in Dallas, New.Orteans or Wherever —I con’) 
remember, 2nd that Oswald was their hired gua. O3-. 

_wald, he seid, had tied to repart t:2 Communist plans j 
to the FB! some time befere the assassination. But te-: 
cause he was out for the doug they ci¢a’t believe his. : 
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I scose that the FB! must hear from a Cous2% 
a 


? . . 


cracinois’ a week. ne 
In any event, on tha te! ashoae my yours friend told 


me that they had these tace recore:333 of Oswald and 


phoing:223s and what should they co? I soic, ‘Ga to 
the Fo! and tell them evarytaing you know.” TAat nave 

hy grain y ay 
fng been said I put the whole Ung out ol my muss. 
Comes in2 Warren Commissisn aad says Cs waid signe 
was resconsibie and I iccgot the whole matter. - 


trict otosney in Naw Or:e3cs, hit the heec 
ing that the assassim 


Thea, in 1967, 2 fetow named Jim Garcison, dis- 
: ‘ ings chacg- 


tign was a conspiracy. At that 


moment I was remiad2d of the information I had re- 
ceived and 1 began ta wonder whether or rot the 


Warren Commission hae gt ; 
remember the n2m2s of the Cubans but I 


got all the facts. I eouten’t 
finally locate 


ed on2 crewman who was living in Biiami again and 3, 
asxed 


him what happened alter he went to the FSI. 
“pie said, ‘We tum2d over copies of everything. We 
were then told.to ke2a our traps shut and thet we 
would bz desocted if we said aaything pudlicty.” He 
said on2 of the crew was deported to Guaremala, an 
one was murdased — siatbed in front of a sicre. : 


- *THETR INFORMATION. HE SAID, never appeal . 
ed in the Warren Commission reoort. He said, “Lam 
raarcied now, Live in Miami and I don’t want to get - 
fnavolved inieveragzie’ . . 

When Sen. Schweiker mace his request of Clare 


“Luce J23s than three weeks ago, she telgpnoned 22021 


ex Cuban friend to seo if he could locate and persuace 
the ysung man to testify behind closed écors. Repiied 
the ofger Cuban, if the testimony was behind J3 closed 
doors it wou'd still become public. - ° 
“americans think they are playing games.” he told 
her. “They don't know they are involved in 2 .lite or 
Gears business. No, I won't tell you where ke can be 
fousd. The pecate working for a free Cuda would tose 
their lives. A lot of them have already. They are xct 
interested in saasing political headings for potliticisns. 
You thins the Bay of Pigs, te nuctoae missiv2s, hie 


ho 


* assassination of the presicent was th? end af the story? 
- .Ltell you i is just he baginaing. Wnat you Americans 


3 


Con't understand is, there are trained Communist tet- 


»rorists, assassination, xidrapoing, bombing and s2bo- 
tax teams all over the country and the world.” - 
oe. ad oe . * . . . 
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4 s+. Clare Boctke Luce XN 


— Pile World Praes . | 
: “ “A year of great Americar tcauria.”” : 


* ° ~ 
The very day atter that conversation, observed) 
* Clare gravely, toms went off at the Stu!e Depart, 
ment here, at th2 US.-U.N. mission and four Baaks 32: 
New York and at thres paces in Caieago. And c:032 0; 
the sama hour she was recouns inate 
_ing stezy to her guests, 2 Cz: 
* leader was expicdes into bits ia his car ials 
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C) unctassirien Fila Ats (CONFIDENTIAL CI secret 
[ UTING AND RECORD Sh. .T 


SUBJECT: 


{Op?-enct} 


FROM: 
Inspector General 
2 € 24 Has. 


TO: (Officer deugnation, room number, ond | are 
building) OFFICER'S | COMMENTS (Number each comment to show from whom 


INITIALS. . f 
Ive } arcana | rorwaneo) to whom. Drow @ line ocrass column after eoch comment.) 


4. OLE { if BUECT: Attached Transcripts 
ATTN: Lyle Miller GIUC ME The OLC and the IG concur that 


the attached transcripts should 
be provided to the FBI. A blind 
memo is also attached. 


It is requested that the 0/5 
pass the package to the FBI. 


—=>O, 3 
John H. Waller 
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"Director of Security 
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6 January 1977 


MEMORANDUM 


SUBJECT: Transcripts of October 1975 Telephone Conversations 
Between Director Colby, Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce and 
Mr. Justin McCarthy 


1. Attached herewith are transcripts of two telephone conversations 
between Director William Colby and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce, and one between 
Director William Colby and Mr. Justin McCarthy. The conversations took 
place in October 1975 and discuss Mrs. Luce‘s concern that certain infor- 
mation, from a former boat captain, a Cuban refugee, regarding the Presi- 
dent Kennedy assassination, reached the proper authorities. while the 
information in these transcripts have been provided to investigating 
authorities, they may be of some assistance to the House Select Committee 
on Assassinations as it investigates various allegations. : 


2. The transcripts were received by the Agency Inspector General on 
22 December 1976. The transcript of the 25 October 1975 conversation was 
typed by Ms. Barbara Pindar on the same day. The other two transcripts 
were typed by Ms. Pindar on 21 December 1976 from her stenographic records 
while clearing out the remainder of Director Colby's files. Ms. Pincar 
was Mr. Colby's secretary during his Directorship. 


bs 3. A version of the telephone conversation transcript was published 
in the Washington Star on 16 November 1975 (attached). A staff member of 
the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, on 10 December 1975, inquired 
as to what the Agency thought of the story. The Agency oral response was 
that it had nothing to add to the newspaper story and that since this 
query involved U.S. resident Cuban refugees, the FBI would be the prozer 
agency to contact. 
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} 4. The attached transcripts indicate that the matter was brought to 
: : the attention of Senator Schweiker and The Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
2 (Telephone conversation between Director Colby and Mrs. Clare boothe Luce 
t on 25 October 1975, pages 2 and 3). 
Attachments: a/s 
‘ | 
a 
2 
( _ : 
Cilia viAk ; 
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